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TUESDAY, JANUARY 12, 1954 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
Enid, Okla. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a. m., the Honorable 
Clifford R. Hope (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Hope, Hoeven, Bramblett, Harvey, Bel- 
cher, McIntire, Williams, Harrison, Poage, Gathings, and Albert. 

Mr. Beicuer. Ladies and gentlemen, it is indeed a privilege and a 
pleasure to welcome to the First Oklahoma District and Enid, Okla., 
my hometown, my colleagues of the United States House of Repre- 
sentatives Committee on Agriculture. I appreciate your being here 
today to take part in this hearing. I believe it is one of the first 
times, if not the first time, that a full Committee of the House of 
Representatives has ever visited the State of Oklahoma for a hear- 
ing. The fact that we do not have more Members of Congress here 
at this head table is due to the fact that yesterday in Washington 
was one of the stormiest days I believe we h: ive had since I have been 
there. A lot of the weaker ‘souls jus t didn’t want to get on that plane 
and start off in that storm. 

We were about 214 hours longer getting down here than we or- 
dinarily would take to fly from Washington to Enid. I think we 
had 18 members signed up, and several me smbe ‘TS and some of the 
press decided that they just didn’t want to take the chance on coming 
here. 

I think really at this time it would be a food time to sing’ “Come 
All Ye Faithful,” because every one of these fellows at the head 
table are certainly the faithful members of the Committee on Agri- 
culture or they wouldn't have taken their lives in their hands to come 
here with us today. 

I want to take about a minute to introduce these fellows and then 
lL am wong to turn the meeting over to the chairman of the Hous se 
Agriculture Committee and we will start a meeting. I might an- 
nounce at the beg nning’ that it is voing to be necessary to limit the 
time to 8 minutes for speakers representing organizations, and 4 
minutes for those speakers who are volng’ to testify in behalf of 
themselves only. Mr. Nelson will be our timekeeper. He will give 
i rap when vou have 1 minute to go and he will give 2 raps when 
your time 1s up. 

There will be no limitation on the filing of statements. You can 


file a written prepared statement. It will become a part of the record 
and it will be read by the committee and it will be furnished to the 
other Members of the House of Representatives. Then you can, if 


you wish, in your oral testimony give a brief résumé or touch some of 
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puted by all the members here. but we do feel that we would not be 


making 
] 


a complete survey of the agriculture of this country or any 
thing ke a complete survey f we didn't come down to this oTreatl 
Southwest country—Oklahoma, and Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, ‘Tet 
nessee, Missouri. and Kansas that were covered in the course of th 
trip. Weare delighted that there are so many of you here today. We 


ire glad to see th : fine list of vit SES | at vou have, which we KNOW 
ill he of oreat a tanee to the committee in @iving us » better dea 


your agriculture and your agricultural problems in this great agri- 


ultural ection of tlhe ountry. 

The purpose in holding these hearing is been threefold. 1 
i] ry lace e want to come out and hear what the farmers then ves 
rs ~»TO Say about agricuiture pre bl is, AHDOUT 1 r probiel 
ve kne there sno use in legislating on the question of ag re 

na etting np aoriculture proera » | »} h tne Support a i 
the backing and the cooperation of the farmers of the country. 

We know, of course, that \ re not going to vet all » farmers to 
ioree I nV one program thi WOU De 11 Ss . i tit 

ll eoing to agree I () ya \\ rial ()kinhoma 
mioht agree on 1 olt not be avr L ¢ by the farmers of \ 

NM 1] ota, or sol e other Sst Te, \\ > realize that 

We know also that you do Loree On perhaps SO) or YO percent 
of the questions that come up and w »want to vet your views a vo 
deas so that we can work out a program that as nearly agrec 
to the farmers of this country and then erest as can po ) be 
done. We don’t expect to do a perfect iob. We know vou don't ex 
pect us to do a erfect iob. Our No. 1 p pose mm bene ere to 
vet your ideas and to listen to 4 nul. 

We know that the heads of the great fan organizations are gvolng 
to be i Washington. We ar Yong to hear them late r Wi ire 
going to hear the Secretary of Agriculture, we are going to hear ft] 
heads of commodity organizations ill over the United States. | 

man we are legislating for is hot t hye h rs) | ot a e oreat Tam ( 
wanization., it is the man who | ve Out ol} the farm, 1 ho qadoes the 
work there and works long hours and who must make h ving out 


of the soil. That isthe man that we want to heat 
We know that the only wav we can hear that man is to eo riecht 


out where he is. While we would like to hy ve all ot you eome to 
Washington, we know all of you won't be able to get there. ‘That is 


. No. 1. 

No. 2 is that we want the members of our committee to become as 
familiar as they can with agriculture in all parts of the United 
States. The best way to do it is to evo out on the eround and take 
a look at it. We don’t pretend that we are agricultural expert 
because we have been in all parts of the United States, but we do 
contend that we know a lot more about agriculture than we knew when 
we started out on this trip. 

We have had members from the cotton sections of the South who 
have gone out to see dairying as it exists in Minnesota. We have 
had members in Oregon to see whent farming in the Pacifie North- 
west. We have had members from the dairy sections of the North 
f0 down into the tobacco and cotton remions ot the South and we have 
been in the extreme northeastern county of the United States, 
Aroostook County, Maine, Cliff McIntire’s district, who is with us 
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today, and we have seen how they carried out their activities there. 
We have been in California, we have been in Florida, we have been 
all over the country and we know all about agriculture, the conduct 
of agriculture and the problems of farmers, more than we ¢ ‘ould have 
learned in any other way. Most of the members of our comunittee 
have been with us on these tr ips, not all of them because Members of 
Congress have a lot of other things to do that did not permit them 
to spend all the time that we spend. We spent 2 months altogether, 
in making the survey of the United States. 

There is another reason I want to mention, for holding hearings 
of this kind, and that is that we think it helps to bring the Govern- 
ment of the United States a little closer to the people if you have con- 
gressional committees go out and hold hearings in the various parts 
of the country. That applies to other committees the same as it does 
to the Agriculture Committee. I feel that the average citizen feels 
that the Government in Washington is something that is more or 
less apart from him, something about which he feels he knows very 
little and that what little he does know maybe isn’t accurate in all 
cases. 

You know your Congressmen, you know your Senators. You may 
know a few people who are working in Washington, but the great big 
Government of the United States there is something which I am afraid 
a good many c itizens of the United States feel the y don’t understs and 
thoroughly. While this administration I think all of us are in agree- 
ment, 1s trying to bring the Government of the United States heck to 
the local communities and to the States, more than has been the case 
in the past and I believe that iS AQT eable to everybody—yvet we know 
that no matter what is done along that line the Gover nment in Wash- 
Ineton Is gong to continue to be bio. it is voing to be a big Govern- 
ment and the thing we want to do as far as we can is to bring it as 
close tot he people as Can be done. 

I believe that holding congressional hearings in various parts of the 
country does help bring the Congress of the United States and the 
(rovernment in Washin 1oTOn a little nearer to the peop le. Those are 
the reasons we are here. We want to hear from all of you who have 
come, I ka OW many have eome a considerable distance to vive us 
their sue@gestions and advice. 

As has ae dy been announced, we will hear witnesses from the 
organizations for 8 minutes: those who are speaking as individuals for 


tm utes. We wish w »could hear vou longer, but we want evervbody 
to be heard and I have found out that the farmers can sav a lot in 8 
minutes and 10 minutes. They can say as much in 8 minutes or 4 


minutes, as a lot of lawyers could say inan hour. That is a fine thing 
because it helps alot ina le aring of this kind. 

We members can all sympathize with you because in the House of 
Representatives nobody can talk more than 5 minutes without wnani- 
mous consent. Wealso havea l-minute rule. <A lot of times you can 
only talk {4 minute. So while you ai re up here wondering how you are 
going to say all that you have to say in 4 minutes or 8 minutes. vou 
will have the full svmpa thy of the members of the committee. J know 
you will do a eood job d ong 7s 

[ am going to call as the first witness—I had asked Page Belcher 
Lo preside today «J eaten hae to preside in his district and his State, 
but he thought that perhaps it would be better if he was here where he 
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could be in contact with the witnesses and be at hand to make arrange 
ments as we went along, so he asked that I preside, otherwise I had 
intended to have him preside here at the meeting. 

The first witness who will appear before us will be Mr. Sam 
Schneider, secretary of the Oklahoma Agricultural Advisory Coun- 
cil. Will you come forward, Mr. Schneider ¢ | might Say that I 
have known Sam Schneider for a long time. I imagine his voice 
Is familiar toa lot of you folks who are here today. He is no stranger 
to you, I know. 


STATEMENT OF SAM B. SCHNEIDER, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, 
OKLAHOMA AGRICULTURAL ADVISORY COUNCIL 


Mr. Scunetper. Gentlemen of the committee, as the Honorable 
Congressman Hope mentioned, I represent the Oklahoma Agricultural 
Advisory Council. 

The Oklahoma Agricultural Advisory Council is made up of 54 non 
govermnental farm organizations. 

We of the agricultural interests are glad you have come to Oklahoma 
and we pledge our council, as a council, and as individual groups 
within the council, to not only express their thinking, but aid in 
getting a composite picture of Oklahoma’s attitude on agriculture. 

‘These members of the council do not represent the council in then 
statements that they will make in the hearing today, but represent 
their OW) group. The ( ouneil is pledged to tuke a stand only on those 
issues upon which we unanimously agree. Up to now, our principal 
activity has been to push, through education and legislation, those 
ideas upon which we all agree are for the betterment of Oklahoma 
agriculture. 

We of the council have helped where we could to vet our member 
organizations here to your hearme and to have them ready with a 
statement representing their own group. We of the council say: If 
this be a longtime program for agriculture, then we must be ready 
to face shortages, as well as surpluses. 

Therefore, any lonetime program for our American economy as 
it relates to agriculture, must keep in mind that agriculture is the 
start as well as the end of that economy. 

1. That we continue to strive to develop pro luction as well as mar 
kets for food and fiber, not only in this country, but abroad. 

2. That we continue to realize that agricultural production calls for 
special treatment in that 1t cannot be turned on and otf in the same 
manner that industrial production is handled. 

3. That special stress be placed upon keeping urban as well as 
rural peoples informed of the problems of agriculture—because an 
informed people is the basic answer to world welfare as it relates to 
agriculture. 

Those are the three things we as a council say. You will be hearing, 
of course, from individual groups who make up the council along 
with other agricultural] groups that are here. They have studied 
their problems as it affects their own group and are here to express 
the problems as they see fit. I am filing with your secretary the 
constitution and bylaws of the council in case you want further 
information regarding it. 
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S ns. Mem! the ¢ i I I broa 
represent the many phases of Oklahoma agriculture: Livestock and dairy produ 
tion, marketers ad processors of agricultural products d fay rs organizatior 
inclu g tl Oklaboma tate Grange, the Oklahoma Farmers Union, and the 
Oklahoma Farm Bureau, provided the above-mentioned farmers’ organizati 


are qualified members of the council. 
Section 4. Duties of the executive committee will include the assembling o 





information from members of the council, from sources outside the council, and 
from reg ry agencies of both the State and Federal Governments sucl 
inform n shall be used as a basis for a program of education and legislation 
that w make for more effective agricultural progress in Oklahoma 

Section 5. The executive committee shall meet (a) quarterly, 30 days prior 


to the regular quarterly meeting of the general council; (0) periodically on call 
of the chairman of the executive committee; (c) at times of emergency 
or Violent change in economic or other conditions affecting Oklahoma agriculture 
upon call of the chairman, or upon call of 5 members of the executive committee, 
providing due notice is given in writing to all members. 

Section 6. The executive committee shall elect from among its membership, a 
chairman, a vice chairman and a secretary-treasurer, each to perform the cus 
tomary duties of such offices 

Section 7. Term of office for membership on the executive committee shall be 
for 1 year or until their successors are elected and qualified, unless (a) the 
association the member represents withdraws from the council; (b) the associa- 
tion designates another representative for that group: (c¢) or the representative 
is absent from three consecutive regular or called meetings of the executive 


calamity 
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ake 
mittee, unless such absence is excused by said committee In such instances, 
the chairman must declare the post on the executive committee vacant and call 


for election of a new representative to fill the position 


Section 8. The officers of the executive committee shall also function as officers 











of the general council 
Section 9 The chairman and vice chairman shall each be elected for a term of 
l yen Neither shall be eligible to succeed himself, although he may be elected 
to other positions of leadership. The office of secretary and treasurer shall be 
one with term of office 1 vear unless otherwise designated by the executive 
committee with a majority vote of those present 
Section 10. The executive committee, on a majority vote, may designate special 
com! trees (4 nosed of ; Vv nuthor ed representatives of nbers of the Okla 
he i Agricultur Advisory Council to n ike spec al studies an ecommendations 
to the exer e committee or to the general Council concerning problems affecting 
2 . | 
Section 11. A majority of the members of the executive committee must be in 
attendance y regular or called meeting of the committee to be deemed a 
quornun a ill he l orized to perform duties of the executive committee 
ARTICLE IV YLAWS 
SECTION 1. I ds may be procured by voluntary contribut of only member 
organizations. ¢ mon vote f the general council, by specia ssessment f only 
mem rgunizations rry gular and emergency activities of the 
coun 
Sec. 2 embe Ly be ey led from the organization for nonpayment of 
issessmie 
S iON 1. J osed recommendatio1 olicies for the Oklahoma Agricu 
1 \ Se Co mu be subi ted in writ » tl ecutive committe 
before they may lered ‘ he nel council] 1 order that 
me eC! | pres eS In SOK d I la 0 
Providing. that the exe tive col ittee may t withhold from consideration 
by the ger council any proposed policy which is submitted in writing and 
gned by thre elbers ¢ the cou And, further, providing that new 
business w nsidered on motion by iy men r of the council if approved 
by a mu y of th ! pres 
SEC » Ihe ‘ e ¢ ( ‘ I ‘ 1 ! policy to the gen 
é ( ha ( vuthe t to establish mn ( cone rning matters 
\ ch n ‘ ntrove ( ] erests among 
( = Gen ‘ eS i recommendations attecti legislative issues 
‘ re ee ) e ger l rhe with quorum 
nNren¢ 
aPTtT [—RYLAWS 
S t | e by Vs n ! nded at n regu quarterly meeting 
f | A | V neil upo iifirmative vote of two 
ithorize eprese es present, providing the proposed amend 
mer CPT ubmitted in itia ‘ he officers of the executive committee 
lé t 1) ? tw. he ere ‘ ine so that otheet \ Live time To 
eall me he of the I ot e® propos 1 amendments 
Approved February 18, in executive committee meetin 
Approved vem hody of Oklahoma Agricultural Advisory Council, Mareh 
11, 1947 
Article ITI sections 6 and 9 e} ed to “secretary-treasurer” April 27, 1950 
Sam B. ScuNerper, 
Necretary-Treasure 
DVIS OUNCI 
The council of agricultural repress tives of Oklahoma (nongovernmental), 
with a single purpose—that of pre ng a more balanced agriculture through 


betier production, better marketing, and the resultant better living on the farm 
the Oklahoma Agricultural Advisory Council 
OAAC Interpreting the ideas « the leader-representatives as they relate to 
a program of balanced a 
OAAC—Unifying the ideas, accepted unanimously by the council, into a plan 
to develop the b 





ness of agriculture to its fullest 
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OAAC-—-Advancing, through education and legislation, those accepted ideas, 
into a balanced agriculture through better production, better marketing, and the 
resultant better living on the farm. 

Advocating a new program: 

Farming for keeps.—A five-step guide to the individual farmer in the business 
of agriculture—a new technique for putting first things first and second things 
second—a new plan for joining the forces of production, marketing, and better 
living on the farm. 

Step 1. Inventory.—No man should begin any job without first determining the 
materials he has to work with. 

Step 2. A plan to bridge the gap—Only after you know what you have on 
your farm is it possible to draw up a plan. The plan should indicate one thing 
a method of bridging the gap between what you want to do with your farm and 
what you have now And in so doing, it will also indicate if your farm is 
capable of successful operation under such a plan. Can you be a truck farmer 
as you want or does your inventory indicate you should have beef? 

Step 8. Check outside help—The first step of action would be to see what 
outside help is available for accomplishing the plan. Sit down with the county 
agent who is the educational arm of the Department of Agriculture—or if you 
are a vocational agriculture student, your vocational teacher who is the agricul- 
tural education arm of the Department of Education. 

Step 4. “Tie down” farm.—As any plan of rebuilding a farm gets underway, 
the farm itself niust be tied down to earth so that no further erosion can take 
place, 

Step 5. Start rebuilding—only.—Only after inventory, has been made, plan 
is outlined, outside help has been checked, and the farm is tied down, is the 
farmer ready to begin adding his green-manure upbuilding, commercial fertil- 
izers, crop rotations, and other rebuilding activities. It is to be pointed out 
that too many times, we urge farm operators to begin rebuilding before they 
have a farm foundation upon which to build, 


The Cuatrman. Thank you. The next witness is Lewis Munn, the 
president of the Oklahoma Farm Bureau. 


STATEMENT OF LEWIS H. MUNN, PRFSIDFNT, OKLAHOMA FARM 
BUREAU 


Mir. Munn. Mr. Chairman, members of the United States House 
Agriculture Committee, my name is Lewis H. Munn, president of the 
Oklahoma Farm Bureau. We extend to you. Mr. Chairman, and to 
the entire committee, a most cordial welcome to our State and further 
commend your committee upon its sincere efforts in behalf of the a 
eultural industry of this State and Nation. 

Tam a farmer of Cherokee, ( Vika. rust 15 miles northwest of this 
meeting place. Our organization is made up of nearly 40,000 mem- 
bers. These 40,000 farm families represent 76 of Oklahoma’s 77 


rr 


counties. 

My brief testimony today will reflect the intent of the resolutions 
adopted at our last annual meeting. A copy of these resolutions is 
attached herewith. May I briefly direct your attention to the pre- 
amble to these resolutions, which reads in part as follows: 


Our actions today may well determine whether we are patriots or demagogues, 
leaders or followers, and whether we face up our problems with the courage 
and integrity of our pioneering fathers, or whether we shall simply become an- 
other selfish pressure group 

In preparation therefore, for the deliberations upon which we are about to 
embark, we solemnly adopt the following standards as the criteria by which we 
shall judge and determine the merits of each of the resolutions we may this day 
consider 

I. It must he of value to the farmer. If it is of no importance, or if it is not 
good for the Oklahoma farmer or rancher, then it has no place on our agenda 

Il. It must not be hurtful to our State. If it is injurious to Oklahoma, then it 
is harmful to the Oklahoma farmer and rancher. 
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for long periods of time without storage costs to either the prod cer 
or consumer, 


Second, producers should be given opporti hityv to vote on mal keting’ 


quotas when surpluses become evident. Kinalh I would point out that 
u is In support of the Anderson, Eastland 


Oklahoma Farm Bur - 
and Kuchel bill. Ss. 2645. whi h ha to do with amended cotton illot 





ments. Chis bill contains es entially the agreement arrived at by 
representatives of 16 cotton States. The change in percent ive of 
allotment based on 1-year history from tk) percent to 40 percent we 


feel is a good change. 
We have always tried diligently to develop a sound approach to 


agricultural problems based on the most reliable information available. 


Again we are appreciative of this opportunity and thank you kindly 
for your attention. 


(The document above rete rred to IS As follow -\ 


RESO! TIONS ADOP » A Prt ANNI CONY ) ( HE OKLAHOM FARM 


SUREAI OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA NOVI ER 6, 1953 


Presented Louis Munn, president) 


At this 12t) ni convention of Oklahoma Fart sureau, we have been as 
gned a mission of great importance not onl to ourselves, ut to our State 
nd our Nation 

Both Congress and the Unite States Secretary of Agriculture have charged 
s to provide definite recommendations on a far prog. for America, Never 
before has the Oklahoma farmer been privilece to participate with wh an 
effective voice in the formulation of his own program 

rhe intelligence, patriotism, and logie with which we our respon 





sibility today may well determine the future of Oklahoma Farm Bureau and 
hether or not our great organization shall ever 
pected as the word of the Oklahoma farmer and ranchet 

Our actions today may well determine whether we are patriots or demagogs 
eaders or followers, and whether we face up our problems with the courage 
and integrity of our pioneering fathers, or whether we shall simply become 
another selfish pressure group 

In preparation, therefore, for the deliberations up on which we are about 
to embark, we solemnly a lop the following tandards as the criteria D\ which 
we shall judge and determine the merits of each of the resolutions we may this 
day consider 

I. It must be of value to the farmer If it is of no importance, or if it is 


fail be recognized and re 


not good for the Oklahoma farmer or rancher, then it has no place on our 
agenda 

Il. It must not be hurtful to our State. If it is injurious to Oklahoma, then 
it is harmful to the Oklahoma farmer and rancher 

Ill. It must not be adverse to the welfare of our Nation The patriotism 
and lovalty of the Oklahoma farmer and rancher is beyond question 

LV. It must be intelligent and realistic and based upon sound, economic princi 


les. In this connection, whether we Gall it strategic stockpiles or not, we must 
recognize the existence of large surpluses of food and fiber which do affe 
prices on the free market. We must recognize the necessity of a program which 
will reduce this surplus. We must recognize that the American farmer com 
prises less than 15 percent of the voting population of the United States and 
that the American voter and taxpayer will not « tinue indefinitely to pay for 
he purchase and storing of huge quantities of unused surpluses And with 
reference to perishable commodities, we must recognize the inherent difficulties 
of delaved marketing and the serious losses wi 1 would be entailed 

In the application of these standards, during our debates and delib s 
todav, we pray the ¢ ine guidance of our Creator, the Great Giver of all good 
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STATE RESOLUTIONS 


] sO / col servation and flood cont ol 

(a) Water for irrigation is rapid!y becoming an important factor in the agri 
cultural and industrial economy of Oklahoma It has been determined that 
er 500,000 acres of land could be beneficially irrigated in this State alone. 
We therefore urge that in all future deliberations of the lezislature and the 
State planning and resources board, involving priorities in the beneficial use 
of water, adequate recognition be accorded irrigation as not only a beneficial 
use, but as a vital and necessary use for water in Oklahoma 


> Taration 
We recommend that the board consider the feasibility of introducing into 
exemption of feed, seed, ferti- 





the State legislature separate bills providing for 
izer, farm machinery, and agricultural chemicals from the State sales tax law. 

(b) We urge the passage of laws providing for the separate assessment and 
ad valorem taxation of all mineral rights and that provision be made for the sale 


of such interests upon failure to pay such tax for a period of 2 years: provided, 


however, the surface owner shall have a preference right to purchase such in 

terest Upon payment of the delinquent taxes and penalties and interest. Provided 

further, that the total combined assessment for surface and mineral rights on 

and under any tract of land shall not exceed the total assessment for such tract 

prior to such separate assessment, except in the case of actual increase in total 
illite 


Phat the county Farm Bureau boards make a survey to determine the 
colparative assessments of industrial and commercial properties with assess 


ments of farm properties within their respective counties 


Ned nad 

e recommend that the necessary steps be taken whereby State-owned school 
ind e olfered f sale 

Rigi 

Wiether mil or is. a member of any trade union shovld be no auali- 

itic employment. The closed shop theory is abhorreni n-American, and 
should n ‘ S e therefore advocate appropriate legisla n to imple.nent 
this re { 

Safet 

(a) We urge that as a contribution to our safety program, all public high 


hools be encouraged to conduct a drivers’ training course, and a course in first 





a 
b) We believe that laws restricting and regulating the placing of signs and 
billb shear public highways, where they constitute safety hazards, should be 
S ( \ hi (i 
¢c) We recommend legislation which will make it unlawful for any unattended 
ivestock to be on any State or Federal highways; and which will further provide 
hat the owner of any sucl estock, if found to be negligent in failing to keep 
d vest k off such highway sha be liable for damages to any person sus- 
uries to S person or property, incurred in ai accident with such 
( j 
We trongly urge and recommend to the State highway department and 





he State department of education that as a measure to prevent injuries to school 


‘ dren shoulders be widened and graveled at all school bus stops on all paved 
‘ a = ite 
) I} no pil enrolled in a public elementary or secondary school in Okla 
] ' e ed for v eat school, be allowed to leave the school premises during 
the sche hours it e compi if person whom the child or the teacher 
( id f 
That the State depart: of education set upa depository system for free 
textbook vhere choo t excl ne brave s 1 tare. used, for t Ss they 
need, Is SuViInG tiiX Ootie mid if ng thos ton Ss int ell lation 
7] the physical education program in our elementary and secondary 
« lb ¢ led ley t all pupils may participate and be benetited 
ereby that emphasis be placed on the building of aracter and strong 
he hodis ither than the producing of winning te : 
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(e) As a safeguard against the loss of lives of our school children injured in 
accidents while riding in school buses to and from school, we urge and recommend 
that all drivers of school buses be given courses in first aid; and that no person 
be employed as a school bus driver who is not physically fit, or who has been 
committed to a mental institution. 


7. State legislation 

(a) That upon completion of an investigation made by the tax commission, 
of the tractor gas consumption of a farmer, the tax commission be required to 
issue a Clearance, unless the commission has evidence that the consumer has used 
this gas illegally 

(b) That legisiation be enacted to provide the driver of any vehicle shall not 
be liable for damages to a person who is riding as a guest in such vehicle, unless 
the driver is guilty of gross and wanton negligence 

(c) That the State law be amended to provide that the 50-mile speed limit on 
trucks shall not apply, and the passenger vehicle speed law shall apply to pickups 
not loaded in excess of 1,000 pounds. 

(dq) That the padlocking of night clubs operating contrary to State law be 
strictly enforced and the minimum period of the injunction shall be 1 year; and 
that no beer license be issued to any operator outside of any incorporated town 


8. Public health 


(a) Werecommend that the head of the State game and fish commission abolish 
the existing procedure for control of stream pollution and restore it to the pre 
vious method of having each game ranger investigate and prosecute, as Was pro 
vided and intended by State law 

(b) In order to protect the health and general welfare of the public, we urge 
that a State law be passed requiring the vaccination of all dogs for rabies; and 
that on failure to comply with such law, the dog be destroyed by the local enforce 
ment agent. 


9. Commodities 


(a) Livestock.—(1) It is a matter of deep concern to Oklahoma Farm Bureau 
that appropriate prices for quality hogs are not adequately reflected on the Okla 
homa livestock markets. We recommend that the board of directors make a study 
of this distressing situation and take such steps as may be indicated, to the end 
that the market sale of hogs may be maintained on a grade and merit system 

(2) The livestock commodity committee feels that brand inspection would be 
a service to the livestockmen of Oklahoma. We therefore go on record as favoring 
statewide brand inspection, and that records be kept of such inspection for a 
period of 2 years at the place of sale 

(6) Dairy.—(1) The production and processing of dairy products is one of the 
most important industries in Oklahoma. Its value to the Oklahoma economy and 
health of its citizens cannot be overestimated and its prosperity must be pre 
served. To this end we recommend that OFT. and AF DBE be urged to utilize the 
force of their prestige and influence behind the national effort of the American 
Dairy Association to stimulate the const piion a id use of dai \ produc ts, the 
recovery of old markets, and the development of new, through research and 
intensive advertising 

(2) We recommend that the Workmen's Compensation Act be amended. to 
eliminate dairies operated by milk producers from within the scope of the work 
men’s compensation law. 

(3) We urge that for the benefit of the public and the safeguard of its health, 


a uniform code be set up providing for rules and regulations governing tl i 
spection of pipeline milk systems 

(4) We recommend that Oklahoma Farm Bureau cooperate and work with 
the State health department and the Department of Agriculture in an effort to 
stimulate the production and marketing of higher standards of cream by the 


producer, the hauler, handler, and processor, so that higher grade of butter 
may be manutactured by the processors 


(>) Whereas it is the thinking of a large segment of the dairy industry that 


hutterfat surpluses will continue to increase under present policies of govern 


ment purchases, and whereas proposed advertising and marketing plans of the 


dairy industry are just now swinging into full force, be it therefore recom 
mended that the Oklahoma Farm Bureau use the power of its membership 


apd Ss repr tative vey h ft) ( ' oonerat Dairv Asso 
ciation, the Oklahoma Advisory Council and the legi 


=! 


lative council to raise 


4 - " 
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: nd furthermore to prepare legislation to that end to be used as soon 
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f t nd it tl reactors be removed from the flock 
, Vhere e pr ) f nou ind poultry products within the State 
0 e to meet the needs of the State for such products, now, 
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( ! l ( ttees, il tute a program of 
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fy the tar rr f the county 
OMM DATIONS TO AFBI 
1 Soil conserration and flood control 
a itive soil is the foundation upon which American civilization was 
built, and upon which her future progress must depend. The preservation and 
protection of th rreplaceable and il resource is the joint responsibility of 
the American farmer and the American public Such responsibility is increas 
in direct proportion to the mounting population of the United 
in only be met and discharged by the joint and active cooperation 
( 1] the Gover! el 
re urge the adoption of a long-range soil conservation program 
wlAiT our rapidly depleting margina lands, and preserve for 
posterity the productive qualities of our 1 e fertile soils Such a program 
. i ere] the farmer may contribute his 
hare in labor and monies obtained at nominal! interest rates ; 
The heavy cost of extensive land reclamation and preservation which bene 
ts the entire American publie and i posterity is too burdensome, and it is 
t equitable that the farmer should stand it alone 
(h\ wv wars end that the oil conservation payments for permanent soit 
buildin ractices be continued: and that compensation for practices which 
re temporary in l tion be continued so lor agricultural prices remaiw 
halow nar 
WA 
i . I cs ‘ 1e ele n of SCS district supervisors 


be] ed pris t n all legal newspapers within 


it I ‘ ot mmunityv and countv PMA com 


- I t L W Nas peen Liven 











0 all ! such community or « y,a i £ ie farm ‘ it 
h nave | eve ( n i ¢ \V\ é 
CO end itthes L¢ MA Con ee De 4 ~ W i 
ire d n i ( i, qua f ! el I th i ‘ 
rom farmit hat 1 State « eemal ed by the ul u 
I ( nal a rhe nd i si Cle i 
f t l I T i ‘ \ ~ t 
I eT ! l ihiy 
1 r , ’ id of ° require lp } 
D ] I LI 
REA 
vel 
i \ S 
) i REA 
ea 
W ( ! ‘ } n rie 
ow { f t ‘ n I ( 
h \ ‘ ny ’ ad . Dep : he 
i s ‘ : 
Dp on I reviou ) I Le 1 eX \ 
‘ { | \ re s ‘ 
Ad l d ithe I ( ( b ¢ 
} l t s ! A | I ( in f his 
ew power } ( nd st any a rse change leral power 1 
/ ] 
Lua och ’ The Oo ( ral t duri t pi } : Ve 
{ ‘ ey | \ e] place, and 1 I of tl 1a n the brink 
f bar pt It ond I ( i ! be a , 
I el rs na the ¢ n vy of the N on 
It requires no economist owevet ili t] t enson f our ft mat 
Kel ay stThe eX ence of t > man cau ui rie ( \ And the sol hn to 
he prol s self-evider the ell nation of the ex ss ut factory 
rherefore w comme! that the present govern nt purchase program be 
stepped up immediately at a price rane of 10 to 14 ts per pound liv eight 
m Canner and Cutter grades of cows and that this price be definitely reflected 
to the producer: and that this progra ontinue in e ntil the ave ge price 
of all cattle reaches 90 percent of parity 
(2) Where the lack of adequate credit fa ( S ing the untimely 
rketin housand ot | id \ } h produ yg a is 
effect on prices of ttle 
Wher I “liately befe dj nm ®” I pprop ed S150 lior 
o be utilized in kil eme ency - sed cattlemen I um 
weve ( n med tue « mre ) i tl bv 
! 0 promulgated by the Department of Agriculti has not been made 
v ble for h 1) niend Ihe d f Oklah ss rm 
Bureau is therefore authorized and directed t ke immediate representations 
to the Pr ident f the United Sta eq Sting | ssue ] mpt authoriza 
or » tl Secretal f Agri ! mde nv ex o le { live 
sto] ! ) ressed livesto farmers and i l to make ar me s 
ry « ng n ex n nlatior ‘ ns of 
Cong { to tre | emer d d retina d at 
Ww ¢ ti f na ng term b 
WI he Secretary of \ S mested 
ttle \ b l iistre ( ] e 
nD rens " 1 o} ' ; : 
PI t ( need j res t | } } 1 of 
’ | } . nd 
ste ! | ( 1 . , 
l ! I nt J ! vel ! - | ‘ f 
of ft f ad ‘ ] toc na 
b) R ie A . 
! rr] t e A ! ' f 





DIIA LONG RANGE FARM PROGRAM 


struments of destruction to kill mankind; whereas the economy of the United 
States is primarily based on agriculture and the prices the farmer receives for 
his products in relation to the things he buys and the taxes he pays: Now, there- 
fore, be it resolved that the Oklahoma Farm Bureau go on record urging the 
American Farm Bureau Federation to request Congress to appropriate the neces- 
sury money to build the finest research laboratories and employ the best research 
chemists possible to discover new uses for agricultural products in order that 
the American farmer can return to full production on all his acres. 

) Basie commodities.—We go on record as endorsing the present farm pro- 
i of 90 percent of parity with controls. 
(d) Poultry.—On recommendation of the poultry commodity committee, we 
nounce our opposition to any price supports on live poultry. 
lagre N 
Oklahoma Farm bureau opposes the passage of any law imposing or increasing 


existing excise or manufacturer's taxes and opposes any national sales tax law. 


’ 7 
( hedai , miscellaneous 


(a) We believe that as a method of reducing the surplus of agricultural com 


od sand as a contribution to the health and welfare of underprivileged 
childie more surplus commodities should be distributed through the school 


neh program 

4h) Whereas strip-mining operations are presently being carried on in many 
arts of the State on lands formerly owned by the United States Government 
nd sold subject to the right of ingress and egress for the purpose of removal 
‘ inderlying coal, asphalr, and other mineral deposits, and whereas such rights 
re now being leased without adequate safeguards being imposed for the restora 
on of such lands after the strip-mining operations are completed, we recommend 
that the Bureau of Land Management impose as a condition of the leases the 
requirement that the surface of such lands be restored, as the coal and other 
nineral deposits are removed: and the lessee be required to post a good and 
ufficient bond conditioned upon his faithful performance of such condition, to 


the end that such lands may be used for grazing and farming purposes subse 
quent to the completion of the mining operations 
(c) Whereas much of the land acquired by the Government for military in 
tallations is no longer used fer suc ur] ‘Ss, bui is be’ng lensed to nrivat 
1 is grazing land, and whereas many of these lessees are allowing 


h lands to become overgrown with brush and timber: and whereas the exist 








ditions destroys the value of such lands for farming purposes 
nd is detrimental to the neighboring farmers, we strongly urge, therefore, that 
we rover ent require the lessee te eep the brush, weeds, and timber mowed 
re the land was tillable at the time the lease was given, as a condition to 
} ! 7 . h lease 
We st nglvy recommend that the contribution by the Federal Government 
‘ ! Y 1 me economics, and extension programs fer the 
ge Americans continue nd that provision be made for the ex 
n ese programs 
( Mi DATIONS K TI RD 
eve nd te the board of directors of Oklahoma Farm Bureau: 
l hat it « st the aid of the American Farm Bureau in publicizing to the 
e) rshij nd tl public, the factors and reasons for the decrease of the 
ai shat n the consumer dollat nd the underlying reasons for the rising 
of y 1 wi the falling price of agricultural commodities. 
2. That ( shoa iblic relations department to advertise and stimulate 
Ol 1 s f farm product 
ership of Oklahoma Farm Bureau be advised through the 
oO il 1 Bureau Farmer of their rights, duties, and obligations arising 
en f the use of gasoline under the gasoline exemption law. 
I he event new farm pi \ called for, that the board of directors 
of tl | ay Bureau give careful and serious study to the merits of 
now is know the two-price system: a system of full parity based on 
‘ nula for all such basic storable and essential agricultural commodities 
ed to predetermined domestic human consumption; with any surpluses 
ng permitted to seek their level on the world market 
) fesolved hat the State organization pay the expenses of the entire board 
nvoting delegates to the national convention. 
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6. Resolved, that the management be requested to find larger quarters in 
which to hold the convention. 

We recommend to the board of directors of the Oklahoma Farm Bureau Mutual 
Insurance Co.: 

1. That it refrain from any action which would remove from the county boards 
the jurisdiction they presently have over their insurance agents. 

2. That the board conduct studies to determine the feasibility of a deductible 
fire insurance policy. 

3. That it conduct studies to determine the feasibility of competitive insurance 
coverage on turkeys and broilers, 

tf. That it conduct studies to determine the feasibility of a Farm Bureau 
hospital insurance plan. 

COM MENDATIONS 


t 


(a) The entire membership of Oklahoma Farm Bureau wishes to commen 
the untiring efforts of our friend and counselor, John I. Taylor; and to pay 
tribute to bis outstanding service as president of Oklahoma Farm Bureau from 
ts inception and for guiding its course to the position of eminence and im 
portance it now holds 
(b) We wish to commend our president of American Farm Bureau, Mr. Allan 
3. Kline, for his untiring efforts in behalf of the American farmer; and for his 
excellent address before this convention 

(c) We again commend Oklahoma A. & M. College and the chambers of 
commerce in all the counties for their 4-H and FFA club work and their help 
und encouragement to the vouth of this State, and that they be so informed of 


this action. 


REAFFIRMATION 


We reaffirm all past resolutions of the Oklahoma Farm Bureau not in conflict 
herewith and not previously amended: and by reason of the many county 
resolutions on these LO} ics of current nterest, we ¢ phasize our reattirmation 
of the rollowing resolutions, which were passed in previous years: 

1. Exemption of feed, seed, fertilizer, insecticides, and farm machinery from 
State sales tax 

2. Elimination of State tag agents and transfer of functions. 

3. Standards of eligibility for old age assistance 

t, Continuation of the point 4 program. 

>. Belief in Oluntary medical and hospital programs and opposition to 
So ili d medicine 


6. Governmental economy 

7. +-H and FFA farm t« arket program 
Ss. Continuance of the tenant purchase plan 
Y Forbidding the change of t 0 


i 


e Constitution by euty 


| 
10. Opposition to governmental centralization and belief in State and cour 


11. No income tax reduction until budget is balanced, 
12. Averaging a farmer’s income over a period of years for income tax purposes 
13. Opposition to taxation of cooperatives. 

The Cuarman. Thank you, Mr. Munn. The next witness is Mr. 
Lee Dillingham, presict nt of the Gold Spot Dairy Association, In 
order to expedite the meeting, I am cong to advise that the next 
vitness will be Mr. Phil Ferguson, representing the Northwest Okla 
homa Cattlemens Association. Hereafter when I call one witness, I 
will announce also who the next witness may be in order that he may 
be in readiness to come forward. 

The next witness is Mr. Dillingham. 


STATEMENT OF LEE DILLINGHAM, PRESIDENT OF THE GOLD SPOT 
DAIRY, INC., AS READ BY EARL J. EVANS 


Mr. Evans. I am Earl Evans, first vice president. Mr. Dillingham 
couldn’t be here. 
The CHarrmMan. We will be pleased to hear from you. 
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. e al } ' } , 
Mr. Evans. We of the dairy industry are extremely gratified tha 
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|| is, al n at the end of the year atte payment of ad 
valorem tax, and State and Federal income tax, distributed to its 
members an additional $941,000 as deferred commodity payments. 

We realize. however, that this record cannot be ma ntained unless 
additional markets and demands can be developed for butterfat. The 
Government cannot continue indefinitely to support the price ot but 
terfat by buying and storing butter. 

Recognizing that fact, we have become heavy contributors to the 
advertising budget set up by the American Dairy Association last 
spring to stimulate the consumption of dairy products. I happen to 
be president of the American Dairy Association and there are a 
couple of members of the State group here today. Excellent results 
were obtained in 1953, and the budget has been greatly increased for 
1954 to $10,000,000. We are planning on raising $10,000,000 to ad- 
vertise dairy products through American dairies this year. We expect 
even greater public response this year. As I said, these deductions 
come directly from the farmer. 

Our association has also taken part in consultations leading up to the 
submission of a self-help plan by the National Milk Producers Fed- 
eration. This plan, which in general contemplates eventual elimina- 
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tion of sul idies. by producer stal li zation Col tl | vol . the Operatllol 


of il stal 1] Zatiol board. and the pening o markets 1 india al 


otner forelon tenSeLy populated reas, Ould equire Con’vressional 
. i i i 


pol \ ! ( { i] Dit i 1 ‘ ill eal. 1 We 
1e | that support must continue for another vear. o} unt l our ec 
sumption and production can be more nearly equalized. 

Loa n. let is sav that v ‘ deeply eratifies Dv the 
] ve manite ted ! our co} } Vy. our oO} j A. nh, nat « rob 
lems. Our 10.000 member we some of ft finest and 1 OVal 
Americans to be found anyy ere, They have great fait] ,the w 
dom of Congre . had youl committee, They have ere faith m th 
integrity of the President and the Secretary of Agriculture. They 
h in themselve And many of them have said to me, 
“T know that if Congress and the Secretary can see that we're re illy 


doing our part, they won't let us « 


} 
nave oreat Talt 


OW). 

Phe Cuatrman. Thank you very much. The Chair would like to 
announce at this time to those who n ny have come in since the meeting 
started that 1f you desire to be heard you should leave your name with 
Mr. LeMay, who is seated at the table in the back of the room. Make 
your arrangements with Mr. LeMay and let us have your name and we 
will put your name on the list to be heard later in the day. 

We will next hear from a man who I know needs no introduction to 
this group and no introduction to most of the Members of Congress 
because he was a distinguished Member in the House of Representa 
tives for a number of years, and more than that a very able inember of 
the Committee on Agriculture during that time. We are very happy 
indeed to have him with us here today and to have an opportunity to 
hear from hiin and to have his views. Phil, we would be mighty 
happy to have you come forward. 

Following this witness will be Mr. Frank C. Dunaway, chairman of 
the legislative committee of the Oklahoma Association of Soil Con- 
servation Districts. 
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STATEMENT OF PHIL FERGUSON, OKLAHOMA CATTLEMEN'S ASSO- 
CIATION AND NORTHWEST OKLAHOMA CATTLEMEN'S ASSOCIA- 


TION 


Mr. Frerauson. Thank you, Chairman Hope and members of the 
Committee on Agriculture, for this opportunity to present two reso- 
lutions. My hame 1s Phil Fer@uson., of Woodward, Okxia. The first 
resolution was adopted the eighth day of January by the Oklahoma 
Cattlemen’s Association. The Oklahoma Cattlemen’s Association was 
one of the first organizations to sponsor the purchase program this 
vear, al d we feel that it accomplished il eood deal for the cattle busi 
ness and would have accomplished a good deal more if it had been 
pursued a little more aggressively. 

This is the resolution: “The Oklahoma Cattlemen's Association 
recognizes that the livestock industry is still in perilous condition, 
and. 

Whereas certain classes of cattle are still selln ¢ on the markets at 
less than cost of production, and 

\\ ereas the schoo] lun h progralhiis are i need ot ore meat, 

We, therefore, urge and recommend a purchase pregram of all 
Classes of beef now selling on the market below cost ot production and 


folloy Inge methods: 
} 


Phe live pure hase of all female cattle unsold at the end of a 


market day at all terminal markets—for Government account at a 
WidnaM of 10 cents per po ind for immediate slanelhte Ps under Gro\* 


ernment contract with processors and for consumption In noncom 
mercial ¢ hannels. 
| he prune hase of commerce al and eood beef for consumption by 
uur armed forces and for export under our foreign aid programs. 
Adopted this Sth day of January, 1954. Signed by Wayne Rowe, 
the president of the Oklahoma Cattlemen's Association. 


I ive another resolution T would like to present to the committee. 
()n November 16 our Congressman. Page Belcher, met with the North 
west (¢ ittlem *s Assoc autioy ! Woodward, and we Gave everyone 
there an opportunity to expre stheir views. After that we conceived 
the iden of the legislat ve committee of the Northwest Cattlemen 
meet r with the | oO slit ve con mittee from every farm OrganiZ ition 

e State of Oklahoma to see o what pomts we could noree, We 


met jgnunuarv Ss ntl . tlice ot the Oklahoma Cattlemen’s Assoeclatiol 


\t t it meet Yr were repress itives, the leoislati > representatives 
of every major farm organization Oklahoma. The people there, 
ifter 3 or 4 hours discussion on every subject concerning the cattle 
try, adopted this resolution: 


j i e renpresentat es of the Northwest Oklahoma Cattlemen's Associa 
tion, the Oklahoma Farm Bureau, the Oklahoma Farmers’ Union, the Oklahoma 
Grange, the United Livestock Raisers’ Association, and the Oklahoma Cattle 


men’s Association, recognizing the fact that tightening of credit by private and 
Government loaning credit agencies forced the liquidation of breeding herds at 
packer prices nd recognizing short term credit policies have long handicapped 
cattle operations, have passed the following resolution : 

We urge that the Farm Credit Administration and the Federal Reserve 
System by legislation and/or new policies to make credit available for the period 


of time necesasry for the stockman to complete his operation cycle 


f a feeder 
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owt ht te & 


until the cattle are finished in the lot. 
“2. In the case of a beef breeding herd, from 3 to 5 years. 

“3. In the case of a pasture operation—from the time of purchase through 

the grazing season—with extension to finish in the feed lot if operator desires 
“4. A credit floor for beef-breeding cows, 3 to 10 vears old, with their ap 

praised value figured at 3 times the inarket value of her calf at weaning time 

Adopted this Sth day of January 1954." 


This resolution was signed by the members of those organizations 
present and is offered to your committee as a resolution. I think the 
fact that the legislative committees of all those organizations could 
get together and agree on that resolution shows that the farm organi- 
zations are not too far apart. When we discussed parity, every or- 
ganization there was for parity for cattle. We know that we can’t 
continue to operate and sell a product until we have used up our 
capital. Where some of us couldn’t quite agree was whether we 
wanted to accept parity on whatever terms it should be given us. 
‘That is, would the cattlemen be willing to say to Congress “Give us 
parity no matter how it is served up”? 

I think every cattleman says “We must have higher prices for our 
cattle in order to continue to operate.” But I think that a majority 
of the cattlemen would rather have a look at how it is to be done 
before it is adopted because I don’t think the industry would accept 
regulations, rules, and controls that would make it impossible to 
operate. 

Personally I feel that cattle, if just a little of the humps are taken 
off by a purchase program, will come back to a price we can operate 
at.. 22 you noticed the hog market yesterday when the vy cul > pts 
in half, it went up a dollar a hundred, and cattle could easily be put 
in the same position of hogs if some of those humps are taken off ) 
Government purchase and used in noncommercial channels and if 
that purchase program is vigorously executed at the time it starts. 

Probably the thing wrong with the purchase program, that was 
put into effect, was the fact that the packers bid on those contracts 
on a future basis. In other words, cows were sold short for delivery 
in 60 to 90 days. The live price Was not reflected to the producer, 
In other words, another purchase program should insure the pro 
ducer that the live price is reflected and the packer doesn't bid on 
those contracts on the finished product. 

The Government could buy the cattle alive and let the packer bid 
on the processing. If he did that it would certainly have an im 
mediate e ffect on the live price of those classe of ca ittle that are ar 
rly ing in excess. 

Thank you very much for this op portunity to present out vie 

The CHatrMan. Thank hk Mr. Ferguson. The next witness 1s 
Mr. Dunaway, and he will be followed by Mr. Homer Duffy, the 
president of the Oklahoma Farmers’ Union. I have known Mr 
Dunaway for a good many years and I am sure he is well known to 


most of vou who are here. 
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STATEMENT OF F. C. DUNAWAY, CHAIRMAN, LEGISLATURE COM- 
MITTEE, OKLAHOMA ASSOCIATION OF SOIL CONSERVATION 
DISTRICTS 


Mr. Dunaway. I \ t to say that we have been able to accomplish 
ai iot of 1 ng I Wa wWngtol it 1 wou d not have been possible to 
a if ) et ror the chairman of the Liou e Committee 
o} ture | ta t ) 1 byl I UUst 
I 
| rd. | epared for yo 
} } l “| dey t he le Ve 
e « ( i \ ” nd Co) ! 10 D 
rid 1 rg Z ( Ne ( 
t = ’ ) 
\ ; 
r 
\\ { 
| i » th 
HH t. N , 
t ‘ ! i 
= 
() Ne) ( ! l i ) 
| } c ] ; 
{ Che ye l ] I ) \ ( t 
) { ry) 1 - wid 
! ( 
\ er t cy \ l ] I 
| y e ¢ l ent i ( ess i Ing 
1 
yr’ ( i qd Opp { fo Fo ¢ r the Ws 
i 
e secretar 
li i} (| I l { t 7 ] | ae 1 Co 
el — C Vv. v wy, I l i 1 QO vere to be 
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pel \ l come e Ss Co l iti Sery 
Nel conservation disti \ 1 Memorandum of 1 lersiand ng 


th the Department of As lture by which the Department agrees 


to Tul sh technical a Ci e within the limit OT Funds avallable. 
We do not feel that agres ent @ives districts the right to designate 
nie ery es i 4 <ePrvalio} Seryice Ww |] sef up to 


i i 4 ib purpose. 


' > 2 39 ‘ : : 
As the we rk ic Increases, we do feel the ¢ ongress ould provide 

: : : : ; . ; 
more liberal appropriations for technical assistance. My district now 
has 1,100 cooperating farmers. We are trying to serve them with the 


» work unit with which we served 500. This only means spreading 
the service thinner. We feel increased appropriations should be 
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(The documents above referred to are as follows:) 


SEPTEMBER 30, 1953. 
To All Soil Conservation District Supervisors, State of Oklahoma: 

DrAR CoworKeErR: Agricultural history will soon be made. 

You and I should have a voice in the making. You have read National Presi- 
dent Waters Davis’ last newsletters pertaining to the reorganization of the 
Department of Agriculture, and we have implicit faith in his integrity of purpose. 
(Apparently he go the royal brushoff when he tried to speak for soil-conservation 
districts 

It is our standard of living that is being affected. The preservation of our 
apital investment in land and improvements is at once involved. Our future 
happiness and the security of America’s food, clothing, and shelter for a rapidly 
expanding population depends in large degree on the wisdom displayed in this 
Reorganization. 

No farm program is of greater value to agriculture than the degree to which it 
can be fitted to the needs of individual farms and farmers. 

Your soil-conservation district programs, locally developed to meet local needs, 
directed by the affected farmers who have assumed the responsibility rightly 
devolving on them of protecting our soil resources and passing them on to pos 
terity unimpaired, represent such a program 

Shall we surrender this sacred trust to jobholders who wear the callouses else- 
Where than on their hands? 

We seriously doubt the sincerity of any group who would question the right of 
farmer-operated soil-conservation districts to direct their own programs, using 
Federal, State and their own money and labor to prosecute the program. 

Your Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Ezra T. Benson may be 100 percent sincere, 
but 100 percent wrong in estimating what farm people need. Billy Sunday the 
great Evangelist once said, “The road to hell is paved with good intentions.” 

Mr. Benson may sponsor a plan of reorganization for soil conservation that 
does not fit our needs at all, unless you take time out now, to tell him what we 
need in the reorganization, especially as it pertains to the amicable working 


relationship between the Soil Conservation Service and soil-conservation districts. 

Let’s help the Secretary clear up the muddled thinking of some self-styled farm 
leaders by giving him our viewpoin t once Today, airmail. He has invited 
your opinion. You do not have much time to act 


\ special meeting of your district board and your legislative committee can do 


this in an hour, or you may act individually and your actions now may save a 
long battle in the Congress late1 
Send a copy to the Secretary of Agriculture, Hon. Ezra T. Benson, a copy to 
President Dwight D. Eisenhower, a copy to each of our Senators, a copy to your 
( ssinan 
May the State le lative committee have a copy for our future guidance 
Yours, for a democratically administered soil-conservation program 


FrANK C, DUNAWAY, 
Che } } Legisla e Committee, Oklahoma Association of 


Soil ¢ servation Dist ts, Oklahoma City, Okla., or Jones. Okla. 
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UNITED STAT EPARTMENT OF AGR TURE 
R4U-SCS 5 SOIL NSERVATION SERY 
Rev 53 
WO REPORT SeRCOrK 
rict 
Block A ocatio Area fA Pe f 


0 ct Name State Summary cD No. 8h tate __Qklahoma 
headovarters Oklahoma City, Oklahoma period from Jan, 1 to June 70, 53 


Tota! area 43,543,734 40,610,582 19 ,686 





19,196 5,019,081 
1,491 2,305 620,171 
90 47,871 11,666, 1 
69,372 175305, 396 

520 12,303 








“Irrigation 2025 
31,265 one 
‘ 197,55 ots 
Cooperators appl. reportable pract. 2h, 318 51,926 2 
276,49 Ly t 
440 9 Lx 47s 
Do» 
f 

Operating units in State; 19,686, Total cooperators: 69,372 = L6Z. 

Tend n farmse 4) ‘) A tn n y + 7 a 3 

wand 1 Tarms 3 Hy,OL0,OU) Re acr 8 uncer agreement? - i / 9 IFO wre 

nd in farms: 610,000 A, Soil Surveys: 26 4,000 = 65%, 
Land in farms: 40,010, * oil rve} gers 


/s/ Ve We Woodman 
Acting Chief, 
Conservation Needs & Records Division 
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OKLAHOMA COUNTY SotL CONSERVATION DISTRIC’ 
OFFICE OF SUPERVISORS 
Oklahoma Cit Okla., January 8, 19: 


To All Soil Conservation District Supervisors in State of Oklahoma: 

DEAR COWORKERS: For 2 or 3 years the writer, by letter, by the press, and fre 
the platform has insisted on reorganization of the Department of Agriculture, 
with a clearer definition of “who is doing what.” 

When Mr. Benson became Secretary of Agriculture, we wrote him the same 








advice, though we are sure he recognized the need for reorganizatior Lack of 
harmonious cooperation by agencies serving agriculture can only be detrimental 
to all agencies, as well as to the farmers they a paid to serve, while lessening 
farmers’ confidence in all agencies 

As late as October 12, 1953, we sent to the Secretary the telegram a hed 

Earlier, we asked each of you to write the Secreta ur opinions on how the 
Department should be reorganized We are sure 1 ny of you did this, as we 
received copies of some very fine letters. 

At 4 area meetings we addressed some 400 supervis and after d > the 
posed reorganization plan, 4s yh ed resolutions ing at our ele ad re 
hit es lye 1 t Ser ( e plan before | 1 fina \ ite ‘ 

Apparently, several changes ve been made in the reorganizatiec to correct 
pparent defects in the original plu Let's have a look-se Ww 
\pparentl our relationship wit ACT’ is be \ Vv improves Chis 
hel Kk ensl W be ex nae s | dof Edueat j 1 irlv ad v4 
hope this fiel defined, and tl expansio ! e fields mentioned it 
Ol te ! 1 attached 

The 1 Conservatio Service will be the action agen ( ( e farmer the 
field of conservation Soil-conservation districts are the pproved coordinating 
IZeENCY Help on upstream flood control will still be ava bie through regiona 
offices, as in the past. The plan promises to strengthen State SCS offices. That's 
fine. It should mean a flexible program tailored to meet State needs 

All supervisors ever asked was help to save our soil and water resources. Con 

gress will go ver the plan witl the Secretat Ve re assured of the 

We are all charged with the responsibility of saving our soil and water re 

sources We'll get that done if we all keep our eve on that objective and refusée 
to let anything interfere 

We feel this plan is workable and our only function is to help work it If 


some defects appear, the National Administrator of the SCS, Mr. Donald Williams 
assures me it is flexible enough to permit any needed changes 

The President has assured us of decent appropriatior 

All together now, let’s give this pl i 
soil conservation has ever enjoyed Let’s prove to the Secretary and President 


ina trial run and make 1954 the banner vear 


we are able to deliver the goods 
Yours, 
i. C., DUNAWAY 
Chairman, Legislative Conmittee, Oklahoma Association of Noil Con- 
servation Districts 


JONES, OKLA,, Octole 12. 195 
Hon. Ezra T. BENSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D.C 
We feel strengthen the extension division in fields of plant pathology and er 
tomology. Keep them out of soil conservation, except educational phases and 
define limitations and duties of all agencies. Overlapping responsibility Soil 
conservation districts will carry their share of the loud. Letter follows 
FRANK (, DUNAWAY, 
Chairman, Legislative Committee, Oklahoma Association of Noil Con 
servation Districts, Jones, Okla 
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Department of Agriculture, it seems 
here t of uncertainty and some misunderstanding concerning your 


nd ve handlir his reorganization. Personally, I am not 














wee! ed tO vy attention that, mm this reorganization, you expect 
rencies with 





elres closer Cooperation and wo g relationship between 



































OSs ym tha encountered at the present time From the field, it would 
that past frictions al isunderstandings, as well as lack of coordi 
f the triou wi es de ng izriculture, especially as they pertain 
Soil Conserya Se ce Al oO mservation districts, have been brought 
by 3 ick of : ear-cut understanding by everybody concerned as to who 
1 o W Chis is not necessa iil a fault of the agencies involved \t 
e present t e, in most States, responsibility for directing and coordinating 
‘ “ 4 nof the s« Ons ition aistricts 
nsion Division has bee h ged with agricultural education, and in 
‘ they have done some good work—in others, nothing to which they 
dy t with pride so far as edueati s concerned 
PMA has be charged with handling the finances, and a piecemeal competing 
’ \ ’ 1 ( } ‘ aper, the activities are now ¢o 
ra ed. d f he fact that the ve the purse strings, it would seem that the 
“ he I SoH ‘ f fon g direction of the 
| 
| S Cons ition Service, w e manned by competent personnel, highly 
enough trained to direct any prograt \ trying desperately to work with PMA 
d hes t 1 he district program 
i wel eoren ne the depurtine it would seem the whole situation 
ified by ) ‘ fu xing of responsibilities on the agencie 
ad riing ti ( pil acti ties at the same time, insisting 
ra) re) « witl S lL of ope tions and get the job done in that 
ot Oo of the wa mad t ther agencies, or more competent personnel, 
In O v ‘ i 9g ‘ n and q itions survey 
( the district That survey not quite complete Present 
that at least 50 percent of the district personnel in Oklahoma 
ot r | ning You wi be furnished with a copy of 
Let us ‘ closing, that we do not envy you in your job of reorganizing 
Denar ‘ fit eve b < desires We do believe soil conservation dis- 
Super ‘ ire f \ ' ‘ determining wo priorities for the Soil 
( rvation Ser ce on eoort he the ectivities Of other a cies in the 
d of operation Surely we represent farmers and ranchers at the local level 
read » render ve issistance possible to departmental agencies. 
p ; rs not wat see the soil conservation 
e weakened in any ¥ It should be given greater responsibilities. 


F, C. DUNAWAY, 
ttee, Oklahoma Association of 


( ! / Leg re Comn 


Soil ervation Districts 
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THE Bupcer ror Fiscat Brenntum 1954-55 


Budget for the administrative activity for State Soil Conservation Board 


NY) ‘ 
Numt 1) 
. 19 v5 19 
Ey tur 1954 
ct I ( i 
195? 19 1954 19 
SERVICE 
I 
} t lirect 1 1 ] 1 4, 920). 0 4, 920. OK 720. ( 4 92 1) 
S kk 
I er} ; >on ) wy. Oo WO. oO ) ) 
Per d State t rd 
Y 1. 408 1 1 () 
Dist S ss ’ ‘4 { “ wf " 17 y 1 
En ecCr 1d 236 23 23¢ 6 148, 688, 1 149. 100.00 f 116. If 116 
Pe i 42( $1 42 12) 19 590 00 r Mw) 27. 500. 00 
2 484. Sf 2. 484, XI 4. 320. 49 { 
I 750 Ss 220), 2 784, SE 19, 965. 49 19. 965. 49 
S 1 hy Dp 
~ , 134 \ i] WM cy 
| er d t 1.78 2 (OO. O My 9 
Office RO? 10 “ 1. 000. OF 1.0 
Off l eS] me 40) \ () m 
I 1. 034. OS 1, OK 11. 000, Of 11. 000. 0 
N equity 6 type ) . Of 
lvet 29 x 238 TS4. Rf 4 44 3 { 49 
I his Budget passed the Oklahoma I 


[Tuesday letter, The National Association of Soil Conservation Districts, headquarters 
League City, Tex., Oct. 16, 195 


IN Brier 


The Benson plan (“proposal” until November 1) destroys once and for all 
any semblance of a national, unified technical service for America’s 2,528 soil 
conservation districts. 

Instead of one technical service, soil conservation districts will be left to 
search through a maze of new—and old—disorganized and demoralized agen- 
cies for the specialized help they must have to save the very basis of our 
civilization. 

The world-renowned Soil Conservation Service is to be cleverly and effec- 
tively destroyed as a technical agency. Gone will be its famous staff of agrono 
mists, range specialists, woodland experts, biologists, and grass pioneers who 
worked as a team so many years to develop the first effective soil-conservation 
program in world history. 

Henceforth, soil conservation district technicians will get specialized tech- 
nical guidance in these fields from 48 different State extension services, with as 
many different ideas. (See step 21 below.) 

For badly needed research on unsolved problems, districts will go to a 
brand new agency of the Department of Agriculture, the Federal-States Rela 
tions Group. Those in charge (we hope) will refer districts to another brand 
new organization, the Agricultural Research Service. 

Help with engineering problems, hydrology, and soil surveys can be gotten 
from what remains of the old Soil Conservation Service But the tiny staff 
left to furnish this help must spread itself over 48 different States. 


38490—54—pt. 15 3 
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HERE THEY ARE 


asked Assistant Secretary of Agriculture J. Earl Coke, on October 12, 


it must take between now and June 30, 1954: 





Step 

1. Hold meeting of regional directors to explain reorganization and 
help Gevelon pinns for CAITFINE TE OWliccecttcccemesccessn ne 

2. Revise organization charts for Washington and State offices____ 


Prepare a field memorandum on new organization__-_-__-____ eis 
Prepare tentative allocations of all funds expected to be available 
in 1955 as the basis for determining workload of States and other 
RUS TU ss src pea ip area tai neta ap ibis 
Get grade allocations for the following Washington and State office 
positions: Assistant Administrator for Management, field agents, 
soil scientists, State directors, assistant State directors, State busi- 
ness managers, State soil scientists, State soil conservationists. 
Sr a ticks ancl eg itchiness nn ensign 
Meet with the regional staffs and State conservationists by: regions 
Ri Oy io re ceca 
Explain new organization to local soil conservation district officials 
Set up separation registers for all SCS personnel of grade 5 or 
I re ek leeches tears uainerrene 
Determine jobs for which all individuals on these separation reg- 
ae 
Select field agents and other personnel to be added to the Washing- 
I a ce 
Select and secure Department approval for State directors_____~- 
Slect personnel for engineering design field units______________-__ 
Select personnel for the observational planting program 
Determine from separation registers, as soon as 1955 buget is an- 
nounced employees assigned to activities which will be reduced 
in 1955, those individuals who will be subject to RIF and use 
these registers to the extent possible to fill vacancies in the field 
AION rr I cc caliente inn dvnicaienbandnee meson 
Meet with State directors at central locations to select the State 
ES ee ce a ee Se ee eee 
Develop State-by-State new area conservationist setup. (Number 
Of Bree Gices tO He PeGeCed. OY 9B) a nn k ec eccececccccncun 
Issue termination notices to all personnel to be terminated in time 
to pay all terminal leave out of 1954 appropriations_________- 
Select and secure departmental approval of State office locations 
ie ee ee en, es, Qn an en  iktcnceeeneneews 
Arrange administrative and technical lines of control for research_ 
Develop working arrangements between State soil scientists and 
soil correlation staff attached to the Washington office________ 
Develop arrangements for obtaining technical guidance in agron- 
Omy, DAOley, WOOCIANG, ANG TARNSQ...q nic cree 
Develop a system for determining the research needs of soil and 
water conservation and making those needs known to research 
Sa aaa a aE 
Transfer cartographic responsibilities from Upper Darby to Belts- 
en ct 
Complete transfer of technical staff to State offices______- 
Secure changes in space, if any, for cartographic and engines ering 
I di 
Transfer headqus urters of soil correlation staff_______- 
Establish flood control survey parties in the 6 watersheds for re- 
I a ls calla cnc 
Complete inventory of regional office property and reach agreement 
on its distribution among States_ é picasa Pi dokataceates 
Issue instructions on new procedures for “handling cartographic 
work including the sale of maps to cooperators________________ 
Issue revised Budget and Finance, Administrative Services, and 
Personnel handbooks, and procedural instructions_._...._.______~- 


whether soil conservation districts would receive “more, or less, technical help” 
under the proposed reorganization. He couldn’t give me the answer 
time. But the following day, the Soil Conservation Service was handed this 
list of “36 steps 


at that 


Target 
date 


Oct. 15 


Do. 


Do. 


Nov. 15 
Dec. 1 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Jan.1 


Do. 
Jan. 15 


Do. 
Do. 
Feb. 1 
Mar. 1 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
Apr. 1 


Do. 


Do. 
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Target 
Step date 
31. Secure appointment, procurement, and certifying officers, and other May 1 
SuCHOrities Tor BEAle GHC Gta ic ccc eee enw eweseeeas 


32. Assign State offices to disbursing offices and arrange for transfer Do. 
OF DAVTOU LORCUIONS. . cece ccm nucecwsesceaeccatcmueereamnen 
33. Hold group meetings with personnel chosen as State business man- Do. 


agers and major administrative staff members to assure under- 
standing of procedures prescribed for transfer of records and work 
from regional offices and for carrying on assigned responsibilities 
after regional offices are closed. (Will have to include a variety 
GE MGCIR CHARI TNC I oii eee ek inscmneee be 
34. Install a new system for keeping records and reporting accomplish- June 1 





TEI oper ecient tea seaiengra eens aeteilearea 
35. Complete transfer of housekeeping staff of State offices_.__._.__-_.__. June 30 
36; COSS DORIGNE! CHINE s ccc cdcndnbusswncws i i othe Soe rs Do. 


HELP WANTED 


This fight—not of our seeking—to save a unified, national technical service 
for America’s soil conservation districts is costing a frightful amount of money. 

These extra Tuesday letters are only part of the expense. Airline tickets 
for your national officers are eating big holes in the bank account. Telegraph 
charges and long distance phone calls are terrific ! 

Every mail brings a flood of new requests to add names to our Tuesday 
Letter mailing list. We are glad to add all these names but honestly folks, 
paper, postage, ink, and girlpower costs money. 

Here’s a way you can help. If you want us to add a friend’s name to the 
Tuesday Letter list, send along $5 and we'll keep your friend on the list just 
as long as the five bucks lasts. And if you want to send another $5 or more 
yourself to help your national association win this fight, please do it now. 





DEFENSE MOBILIZATION SUGGESTIONS 
(By F. C. Dunaway, Jones, Okla., Oklahoma County Soil Conservation District) 


In compliance with the request of the Secretary of Agriculture, as expressed 
in Defense Mobilization Memorandum No. 17, dated August 1, 1951, we wish to 
offer the following suggestions and comment: 

The family farm is in grave Ganger from several directions. To further stop 
the trend toward nonfarmer ownership, and expansion of commercialized farm- 
ing, we suggest immediate formulation of a national land ownership policy. A 
curb on speculative buying of land by people practicing protected professions—oil 
men, manufacturers, and speculators—is vitally necessary if we expect to foster 
family sized farms and farm families. 

Roger Babson recently advised all people with surplus capital to invest in land. 
This is done in competition with farm boys and girls, who are usually inade- 
quately financed, and must at best bid for land based on its productive capacity, 
not speculative value. It is time to declare a Monroe Doctrine on land specula- 
tion, even though it does furnish a handy means of evading income tax. The 
Farmers’ Home Administration is doing a wonderful work, but will never have 
adequate funds to meet the need. 

We should plan to permit the Federal land banks to lend any amount necessary 
tc permit any farm family’s son (or sons) who desire, and have proper character, 
to purchase the family homestead when estates are being administered, at its top 
appraised value, minus their interest in the estate. 

The FHA cannot do this under present restrictions. Speculative bidding by 
nonfarmers should be illegal at such sales. 

Present nonfarm land owners should be permitted to remain owners of legally 
purchased land until they die, at which time their farm holdings should escheat 
to the State at a fair appraised value and then be sold as family farms 

Investment capital could be directed into real estate by buying stock certificates 
of the Federal land bank, which would thus have necessary capital to expand its 
operations somewhat along the process used by the FHA, which fits itself ad- 
mirably to the farm family needs. 
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1 Economies issued the statement 


Some 30 vears ago, the Bureau of Agricultural 
id his bride, without hope of inheritance, had a 


that a young farm tenant and 
6- pert ent chance to ever own their own farm. This chance is too low. Let’s look 
for methods of raising this percentage figure 
I understand FHA is now using life-insurance funds to make home loans. 
1 crop allotments, made on a 


The Production and Marketin Admin 

historical basis. are all wrong for family-sized farms. No farm with 80 acres, 
illable land should be hampered by crop allotments. Take the hobbles 
to survive He contributes little to farm 


tiol 





ir less. of t 


off this type farmer if you expect him 


Surpiuses 


Historical allotments on larger farms are of questionable value at least. We 


suggest study of the following procedul 
When the Secretary has determined the amount of crop production needed to 


subtract from that amount the production expected from family 
sized farms. He can then determine what percentage of all other land should 
he devoted to crops production to get desired results. That factor applied to 
any larger farm would determine the land to be planted 


be pro luced 





to 


the crop acreage of 
basic commodities in any veal All land not allotted should be devoted to soil 
building crops and practices, else no price supports, or PMA assistance, for the 
vear Without crop allotments, the family-sized farmer will, on an average, 
balance his crop to conform with his labor supply, machinery available, potential 
market outlet, and family needs 

Allotments on a historical basis are unfair to soil-conservation farmers, because 
they fail to take into account the land-use adjustments and revegetation already 
otments on a percentage basis can 





accomplished by conservation farmers 
take into account such adjustments 
on practices on enterprises larger than family-sized 








Payments for conserva 
most certainly b imited to payment for permanent practices. 


practices on family-sized farms may have a very definite 


farms should 
Payment for recurri ; 
value, provided the practice is part of a coordinated soil-conservation plan. In- 





centive payments, that pay an operator for sowing his own seed, are a travesty on 


justice, and would appear to be a subsidy payment on good farm practices on 
which the operator is already thoroughly sold Farm subsidies, ns a substitu 
for a fair price in the market place, are uneconomical, socially unsound, and call 


down unfair criticism on farmers. 
DUTIES OF AGENCIES 


Many agencies serving agriculture are not properly dovetailing their activities 
| conceived to be their field of 


with others, or staying within what is genera 
operations 

This unfortunate situation is proba 
standing of who is doing what 

We need a clear-cut definition of what each agency is prepared to do, and de 
mand that each agency stay within its scope of operations, to the end that friction 


ly due in part to a lack of clear-cut under 


may be held to a minimum, and agriculture may be served more effe« tively at 
less cost; for example, land-grant colleges are presumably best equipped to serve 
in the field of education and research Most of them have been established long 
enough to have turned out some graduates from the schools of agriculture who 
ean exhibit enough leadership to guide any action agency in field work. 

We should segregate land-grant colleges from all forms of action agencies 


rAXES 
Fami farms, along with all agriculture, need income-tax revision Oil com 
panies get an exemption of 2714 percent for depletion of reserves Asphalt 
companies get 22! percent, and even a sandpit gets 5 percent. There are 


others in between these figures 

Instructions for Making Income T;: Returns, 1948, states: “Land does not 
wear out Our computations reveal that a bushel of wheat depletes our soil 
by 30 cents per bushel, corn by 25 cents, and alfalfa $6.87 per ton. Even a steer 
sold from the land takes away fertility. 

The Internal Revenue Department should be apprised of the truth and Congress 
advised to revise the law to permit tax exemption amounting to the value of 
plant nutrients soid from the land. This will be the greatest lesson in soil 
conservation that the farmers of America will ever receive a concrete example 
of what is happening to the fertility of each farm. 
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True, fertilizer purchased is a deductible item on income-tax returns, if any 
be purchased during the reporting year. 

Why go to the expense of making PMA payments on fertilizer for certain prac- 
tices designated by the State PMA committees? Give the farmer a depletion 
allowance to represent the amount of plant nutrients removed from his soil, 
based on actual production each year, and he will have funds to replace these 
nutrients where, when and how he chooses, based on sound land-use practices 
that tit his needs. 

At present prices, most grain crops should have a depletion allowance of 
about 15 percent of parity. Cotton and livestock should be less. 


SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 


This youthful agency has been badly hampered by smaller appropriations than 
are justifiable, considering the size of the job to be done and the urgency for 
increased speed in accomplishing the desired end, id est: conservation of our 
soil and water resources. 

Too many people are still of the opinion that terraces and ponds are the chief 
function of this agency. ‘Too little emphasis is placed, by the public, on the 
land-use phases of this program. Each work unit must have on its staff an 
agronomist and farm planner, who helps the landowner make the proper shifts 
in land use and, at once, devise use for retired acres that will enhance the 
fertility index of the land and offer an increased income for the farm family. 

Soil depletion is secondary only to soil losses, and soil technicians are a vital 
necessity lest we continue to blunder expensively in our efforts to maintain and 
build up our plant food resources. Soil Conservation Service tries, on 53 millions 
a year (one-third the price of a battleship), to save the soil and water resources 
of America It can’t be done that cheaply. For example: the Oklahoma County 
soil conservation district has work to keep a full-time soils man busy. Our 
soils man has to be shared with 4 or 5 other districts. 

Soils chemistry and soils management are technical processes, indeed, and 
Without proper guidance few farmers, even college graduates, are capable of 
instituting a safe, sure, economical soils program on a farm. 

Most of our training in the past has centered around the most approved 
methods of extracting the last ounce of plant nutrients most cheaply. 

Soil Conservation practices are too technical and important to leave to the 
landowner. Each farm is a separate problem. “Give us light and we'll find 
our own Way 

We need more soils technicians badly. 


FLOOD CONTROI 


Flood control is of vital importance. Proper conservation measures on the 
land will materially lessen soil losses and water runoff. Detention ponds on the 
upper reaches of watersheds will pick up and hold the runoff satisfactorily to 
the extent that few, if any, floods downstream are necessary. This is being done 
safely on several watersheds in the Washita Valley in Oklahoma, which have 
encountered as high as 15 inches of rainfall in one 24-hour period with no flood 
resulting. 

Truly big dams downstream look and sound big, but they only collect the soil 
losses and water runoff from upstream without taking adequate measures to use 
same, and offering no protection to upstream farmers. 

Eventually, we are going to be forced to protect this soil and water from up- 
stream, why not now? 

SOIL CONSERVATION DISTRICTS 


Soil-conservation districts, organized under State laws, can probably do the 
best job of coordinating the efforts of all Federal and State agencies, if given 
proper backing. 

Some areas report little effort is shown by some agencies to coordinate. Prob- 
ably some clear-cut understanding should be reached by the Secretary and the 
National Association of Soil Conservation Districts as to what action is desired 
when all efforts on the part of the districts to coordinate and cooperate have 
failed. Should the facts in the case be presented to the Secretary? 

So far, in Oklahoma no State agency has failed to cooperate 100 percent. 














FARM PROGRAM 





LONG 





RANGI 


ECONOMICS 





rUuRAL 





BUREAU OF AGRICUI 





This Bureau does a very able job of compiling statistics, which help guide other 
bureaus of the Department, but we feel the cost-of-living computations are caus- 
ing unfair criticism of the American farmer. 

A review of the items included in the computations reveal that food and cloth- 
ing costs are included in the final index figures along with cars, television sets, 
insurance, rent, and the cost of having a baby. 

The public has little or no information concerning the complexity of these 
computations. To the consumer, an announcement that the “cost-of-living has 
risen another 5 percent means the farmer is getting richer faster—when, as a 
matter of fact, the Office of Price Stabilization has merely permitted a 7-percent 
rise in auto prices and a markup of 5 percent on television and washing machines, 
while cattle went down 10 percent and beef on the block went up 2 percent. 

This is actual. 

In all fairness to the farmer, this department should release for publication 
statistics revealing how much food and clothing prices have varied up or down 
during a report period, separate from the other items, constituting the cost of 
living, and showing that the farmer received only 47 or 48 percent of the total 
paid by the consumer for the food and clothing purchased, or if future releases 
continue as at present, reveal in that release that of the cost-of-living dollar 
the American farmer received about 9 cents, 

Either of these methods will clarify the farmers’ economic position to the 
reading public. 


Farmers’ share of cost-of-living is arrived at as follows: 
Total points in computations P abate 500 
Other than farm products_- singled sips abseil couactacass 400 
Total farm products share ae aera ae isc acecacnaebesal 100 
Farmer gets 46 percent of 100 points (or 46 cents of each $5 spent on total 
cost-of-living, or 9 cents of each cost-of-living dollar) ; ptt oles 46 
RESOLUTION—CREDI1 


Legislative representatives of the Northwest Oklahoma Cattlemen's Associa- 
tion, the Oklahoma Farm Bureau, the Oklahoma Farmers’ Union, the Oklahoma 
Grange, the United Livestock Raisers’ Association, and the Oklahoma Cattlemen's 
Association, recognizing the fact that tightening of credit by private and Govern- 
ment loaning credit agencies forced the liquidation of breeding herds at packer 
prices, and recognizing short-term credit policies have long handicapped cattle 
operations, have passed the following resolution: 

We urge that the Farm Credit Administration and the Federal Reserve System 
by legislation and/or new policies to make credit available for the period of time 
necessary for the stockman to complete his operation cycle 

1. In the case of a feeder, until the cattle are finished in the lot. 

2. In the case of beef-breeding herd, from 3 to 5 years. 

3. In the case of a pasture operation, from the time of purchase through the 
grazing season, with extension to finish in the feed lot if operator desires. 

4. A credit floor for beef-breeding cows, 3 to 10 years old, with their appraised 
value figured at three times the market value of her if at weaning time. 

Adopted this Sth day of Jai ry 1954 





David Foster, Farmers’ Union; M. A. Jeffrey, Farm Bureau: J. June 
Mingle, Farmers’ Union; Floyd Fuqua, Oklahoma Grange; Harold 
Munson, Vice Pres., United Livestock Producers Assn.: F. B. 
Singham, Farmers’ Union; E. E. Jacobs, Nat’l. Farmers’ Union: 
Homer Duffy, Farmers’ Union; Clarence Burch, Farmers’ Union; 
A. A. Engehnan, N. W. O. C. A. Cattlemen Assn.; Wayne Rowe, 
O. C. A.; Roy T. Nall; P. C. Ferguson, North West & Okla. 
Cattlemen; J. B. Smith, 0. C. A.; Lucius Long, O. C. A.: Noel 
McDade, U. L. R A., Dalhaek, Tex.; Cecil E. Taylor, Sec., North- 
west Okla. Cattlemen’s Assn. 
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The Cuairman. The next witness is Mr. Homer Duffy, president of 
the Oklahoma Farmers Union. We understand that you are appear- 
ing for the Farmers Union. We have other witnesses who are mem- 
bers, but we understand you are appearing for the union. 

Mr. Durry. That is right. 

The CHarman. Mr. Duffy will be followed by Floyd Fuqua, the 
master of the Oklahoma State Grange. 


STATEMENT OF HOMER DUFFY, PRESIDENT, OKLAHOMA FARMERS 
UNION 


Mr. Durry. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen of the committee, it is a 
privilege for me to appear before your committee today representing 
50,000 Oklahoma families who are members of the Oklahoma Farmers 
Union and representing the views on many questions of several thou- 
sands of other farm families, who are not officially affiliated with our 
organization. 

We deeply appreciate the efforts of your committee in traveling 
many thousands of miles over this country, holding public hearings 
in order to learn at firsthand of the needs and wishes of the real 
producers of America. We are grateful that you do not depend 
entirely on the statements by so-called farm leaders in your appr: aioe! 
of the needs of American agriculture. 

We have, unfortunately, many times seen the activities of certain 
leaders, demanding types of national agricultural programs that are 
not desired b Vv ove srwhe ‘Iming numbers of producers, whom such leaders 
pur portedly represent. Your committee certainly deserves commenda- 
tion for your refusal to accept such statements as being representative 
of the produc ers and have determined instead, to get your information 
at firsthand in hearings such as this. 

I will try to make my statement and recommendation as brief and 
concise as possible. First, I will discuss briefly and make our recom- 
mendations with respect to price-support programs. Our members 
believe fully in the concept of parity and it is our unalterable view that 
if parity is equitable, then the commodities which we produce should 
receive parity, and not a fractional part thereof. 

Recommendations : 

1. Since present legislation does not provide for price supports at 
100 percent of parity for our basic commodities, we feel that any 
legislation that would reduce prices below the current guarantee of 
90 percent of parity would be intolerable and completely unjust, and 
immeasurably harmful to our entire economy. We therefore respect- 
fully recommend to you that the present legislation providing manda- 
tory price supports on the 6 basic commodities at not less than 90 
percent of parity be made permanent by the Congress. 

2. Since many so-called “nonbasic” commodities are not rates ted 
by price-support programs at all, and many others supported only at 
the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, we recommend that 
legislation be enacted to make price supports mandatory on perishable 
commodities. These so-called “nonbasics” are very basic to the farmer 
who produces them. 
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Included in the above recommendation and set apart for greater 
emphasis, we urgently recommend that legislation be enacted pro- 
viding mandatory price support for livestock. The recent disastrous 
price declines have dramatically illus — the need for such legis- 
lation. Had such price supports been in effect during the past 10 
months, many thousands of small herd owners would have been able 
to forestall bankruptcy. However, your committee well knows that 
this did not happen, and has resulted in many herds being liquidated, 
and in all livestock producers being unjustly penalized. 

We urgently recommend the immediate enactment of legisla- 
tion supporting the price of cattle at not less than 90 percent of parity. 

We recommend that the present law be revised and made spe- 
cific with respect to the authority and responsibilities of State com- 
inittees and elected farmer county committees, to administer farm 
programs as envisioned by the Congress in the initial enactment of 
current farm legislation. 

We recommend the continuation and expansion of the school 
lunch program. 

6. We recommend the restoration of funds to carry out an adequate 
soil conservation program, both through assistance payments and 
through providing sufficient technical assistance through the Soil 
Conservation Service. 

We recommend a more liberal and realistic application of credit 
available to deserving farm families through the Farmers’ Home 
Administration. We are somewhat fearful that this program might 
suffer a drastic curtailment, in view of published statements by cer- 
tain of our national officials. 

We recommend that Congress protect our public power programs 
by giving preference rights to REA co- ops and municipalities. We 
recommend that Congress enact legislation that would revise the 
current trend toward the taking over of public power and REA func- 
tions by private utility companies and the restriction of expansion 
of REA generating and transmission facilities. 

I would like to say in closing, that we have estimated that Okla- 
homa farmers’ net income for 1953 was about $70 million less than in 
1952. The resulting impact on our total economy of such reduction 
is, course, obvious. If our current price-support legislation is not 
extended in this session of Congress, we think it is apparent to any- 
ene that this great decline in farm income will be even greater in 
subsequent years. 

We believe that the statements and recommendations presented 
here represent the strong convictions of a vast majority of farmers 
in Oklahoma, and we are glad to present this statement for your care- 
ful consideration. 

Again let me thank you, on behalf of the membership of the Okla- 
homa Farmers Union and other producers of this great State, for this 
gr to present our views. Thank you. 

The Cuamman. We thank you very much, Mr. Duffy. The next 
witness is Mr. Floyd Fuqua, master of the Oklahoma State Grange, 
who will be followed by J. D. Fleming, representing the Oklahoma 
Cottonseed Crushers. 
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STATEMENT OF FLOYD FUQUA, REPRESENTING THE OKLAHOMA 
STATE GRANGE 


Mr. Fuqua. Mr. Chairman, honorable members of the committee, 
the Oklahoma State Grange believes that a farm program designed 
to maintain adequate farm income and a balance between supply and 
demand of agricultural commodities is essential to the welfare of 
American agriculture and the national economy. 

The greatest need of American agriculture is the markets for the 
commodities produced. We recognize that the support prices which 
we have used have materially reduced the markets for products. 
American agriculture has made great progress in the field of produe- 
tion, but distribution and marketing have not kept pace with this 
production. While production research must continue, an intensified 
research program in distribution and marketing must be applied. 

The Grange realizes that the farm problem consists of almost as 
many problems as there are farm products. We recognize that a sup- 
port price that will operate successfully for one product may not work 
for another. We recommend that the present supports on the basic 
commodities be retained with such change as experience indicates is 
needed, but we realize that new legislation is required to make possible 
adequate disposal of our surpluses. We favor the two-price system 
for those commodities that can use them. In the two-price system 
the farmer should receive at least 9 percent and possibly 100 percent 
of parity for that percent of his crop that is used for domestic con- 
sumption, while the rest of the crop would be sold at the world price. 

If the present farm program is continued, we believe that there 
should be a revision in determining the allotted acres for an individual 
farm. We believe that the allotted acres on an individual farm should 
be determined by the total cultivated acres rather than the past histori- 
cal acreage. ‘The present historical acreage allotment has caused 
undue hardship on the small diversified farmer. 

Although we realize the difficult problem of trying to work out a 
satisfactory support plan for livestock, we believe that every effort 

should be put forth to find a workable support price for livestock. 
Especially under emergency conditions, such as at the present time, 
where drought conditions rather than the small surplus has caused 
cattle prices to fall to a low level. 

I thank you. 

The CHarrman. Thank you. We will next hear from Mr. J. D. 
Fleming, to be followed by Mr. Elmer Dawson, representing the 
Oklahoma Cotton Ginners’ Association. 


STATEMENT OF J. D. FLEMING, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, THE 
OKLAHOMA COTTONSEED CRUSHERS’ ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Fiemine. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
J. D. Fleming, executive secretary of the Oklahoma Cottonseed 
Crushers’ Association. We recommend that the present method of 
determining cotton acreage allotments for individual farms be 
scrapped completely. A crop control law that fails to recognize the 
importance of the historical plantings of a farm is, unfair, unrealistic 
and unacceptable. This year is a repeat of 1950 with frantic attempts 
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being made to compromise legislation that is basically unsound. For 
permanent solution we recommend the following: 

. The use of the historical plantings of a farm as the basis for 

establishing cotton acreage allotments. 

That provision be made for the release and reapportionment of 
frozen acres. This release to be permitted by counties as well as by 
farms. 
%. That the State committee be allowed 25 percent reserve to follow 
trends and to correct inequities in county allotments. 

That the county committees be permitted a 25 percent reserve 
in order that greatest possib le use mi ly be made of the county’s allot- 
ment. By use of this 25 percent the county committee could overcome 

most of the inequities caused by the other 75 percent allotted by ¢ 

rigid formula. The cropping systems in the cotton producing section 
of Oklahoma varies with the extremes of the weather—therefore, our 
State and county committees need the greatest possible latitude in the 
administration of the program. 

We have now had several years’ experience with control programs 
and we have complete confidence in our local farmer committeemen. 
We recognize that most of these provisions were contained in the 
legislation passed during the 83d Congress, and that the present 
stopgap legislation would not have been necessary at this time had 
the Senate approved the particular bill passed by the House last 
summer. 

Cotton is a world commodity and stands next to steel in importance 
in time of war. A quick look at the supply and demand situation 
shows that demand for cotton reacts violently to world conditions. 
We apparently had a surplus going into the 1950 crop, but before the 
planting for that year was completed, the Korean war was on and 
overnight it was realized there was a shortage of cotton. There fol- 
lowed export restrictions and fast tax writeoffs for the synthetics. 
These synthetics are still in business. To meet the emergency the 
farmers were called upon to produce about 16 million bales a year 
for the next. >) years. 

It is evident that the American cotton farmer provides the full 
world expansion of fiber production needed in time of emergency and 
makes the full reduction in fiber production when the wartime need 
is fulfilled. To bring the supplies of cotton now on hand in line with 
quantities set forth in present law would leave us vulnerable to a 
repetition of 1950 with present unsettled conditions. 

Therefore, we favor a stockpile of 5 million bales of cotton to meet 
just such emergencies. This vill permit cotton growers and proc- 
essors time to gear production to meet demand and, most important, 
this very necessary commodity will be on hand in sufficient quantity to 
meet the emergenc y. 

We do not believe that cotton or any of its products has reached its 
full market potential. Cotton and the products of cotton are entering 
into new uses. We believe the opportunities here are unlimited. The 
modest research program under way points this up. 

The research program for cotton, however, is not opening up new 
markets as fast as the research programs for synthetics are taking over 
markets that historically belong to cotton. In the past year we lost 
the tire-cord market due largely to the fact that cotton was out- 
researched. We will lose other markets unless the Federal Govern- 
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ment provides funds for an adequate program. 'To meet competition 
pricewise, there is also unlimited opportunity to lower cost of produc- 
tion through more eflicient methods. Our research and educational 
programs should be greatly expanded. 

World cotton consumption did not decrease in 1952-53 crop year. 
Exports of foreign countries were down very slightly—yet exports 
from the United States were off almost 50 percent. Foreign growths 
were priced just low enough to undersell American cotton. We do 
not believe the solution is to stand idly by and wring our hands. This 
problem can be licked with proper determination and emphasis. A 
program for cotton which fails to take into consideration the oppor- 
tunity for developing new markets through research and which fails 
to permit our cotton to move into foreign trade is not keeping faith 
with the cotton farmers of this Nation. 

Gentlemen, we appreciate the opportunity of presenting these views 
to this committee. Thank you. 

The Cuamman. Thank you. The next witness is Mr. Elmer Daw- 
son, to be followed by Mr. Walter Baade, president of the Garfield 
County Farm Bureau. 


STATEMENT OF ELMER DAWSON, VICE PRESIDENT, OKLAHOMA 
COTTON GINNERS’ ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Dawson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Elmer Dawson, manager of the Farmers Union Co-op Gin at Moun- 
tain View and vice president of the Oklahoma Cotton Ginners’ Asso- 
ciation. 

The basie objective of the Oklahoma Cotton Ginners’ Association 
is to promote the economic growth and health of the cotton-ginning 
industry. Quite obviously this must begin with the producers and 
continue through the many processing industries to the consumer. 
We share the views of the best authorities of agriculture that our op- 
portunities are tied directly to—and no greater than—the opportuni- 
ties for technological progress. 

Simple, unproductive, inefficient hand methods must make way for 
machines, chemical, and skilled human effort. This production must 
also be geared to the market opportunities that exist for cotton, both 
foreign and domestic. The agricultural research and education pro- 
grams of today are not adequate to meet the demands of modern-day 
agriculture. Mechanization, use of fertilizers, insect, disease, and 
weed control are teeming with problems that only research can solve. 

For example, millions of dollars have been expended by the cotton 
industry under the pink bollworm quarantine regulations to restrict 
the spread of this pest across the belt, however it continues its march. 
Ten additional counties in Oklahoma were brought under quarantine 
in 1953 to add to the 20 counties infested from 1947 to 1952. During 
this time when millions were spent for steam sterilizers, burr burners, 
fumigators, et cetera, pennies were expended for research on how to 
control the insect. This is only one specific example of lack of ade- 
quate finance of a general research program for cotton and for all 
of agriculture. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has stated that for each dollar ex- 
pended for agriculture research, industry spends $9. By this stand- 
ard agricultural research is supported at only 11 percent of parity. 
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Cotton farmers are desperately in need of improved machinery, 
new methods, new techniques, and new ideas. While this need is 
urgent, we have thousands of farmers who have not shared in the 
progress already made. This is due to lack of an adequate educa- 
tion: il program. 

Research has no meaning without its application on the farm. We 
urge the expansion of the extension program and the expansion of the 
farm youth programs both the 4-H and FFA. It is our belief that 
the farmers of Oklahoma are entitled to the fruits of research imme- 
diately upon its release—not 10 years later as is the case today through 
mass education approaches, 

We want the cotton farmer and his family to produce this crop 
easier, more efficiently, and more profit: ibly. We want every farm boy 
to have the opportunity to enroll in 4-H Club work or in voc: ational 
agriculture, and after enrolling to receive adequate training. We are 
now reaching only about 25 percent of the rural youth of Oklahoma 
through 4-H and FFA. 

Scientific farming is SO complex that our farm boys and girls need 
an early understanding of the fundamental involved. We recall the 
efforts last year to remove Federal support from vocational agricul- 
ture, and failure to adequately finance agricultural research and 
education. 

Research and education are essential to the progress of all ph: ises of 
the cotton industry. Some cotton fabrics are so changed through re- 
search they may be considered new fibers and are e xpected to supple- 
ment rather than replace untreated cotton. Attention to regaining 
our export market ai acceleration of research activity for expanded 
domestic uses are two real gah to meet the current surplus. 

We can judge the future only by the past, and past experience 
points up the neglect of agri icultural research and education by the 
Federal Government. We were highly pleased with the passage of 
the Research and Marketing Act of 1946, however the funds author- 
ized by this act were provided only to a very limited extent. An ex- 
panded research and research and edueational program for all of 
agriculture is sound and it is economical. The cost of research and 
education has been returned manyfold by increased incomes and 
better living on the farm. 

With reference to cotton-acreage allotments, our position is stated 
in the attached resolution. We favor the individual farm allotment 
being determined on a historical basis and the release and reappor- 
tionment of frozen acres. The present law governing the distribu- 
tion of cotton-acreage allotments to individual farms by a uniform 
county cropland factor, is unsound and impossible for the county com- 
mittees to administer with justice to the growers. 

While recoonizing the necessitv for controls when surpluses are 
burdensome, it should follow that when controls are invoked that 
they be applhed with os possible disruption to the cottongrowers 
and processins ¢ industry. Failure to recognize the historical plant- 
ings of indiy idu: i] fa rms as the basis for allotments will continue the 
nec essity for cle spel ration action by the C ongress each time it con- 
venes, 

After patching up a makeshift arrangement for 1954, we urge that 
attention be given to a permanent solution. We recommend that the 
State and county committees be permitted a 25 percent reserve. Con- 





LONG RANGE FARM PROGRAM 2249 


sidering that 75 percent would then be allotted on the basis of a rigid 
procedure spelled out in the law, it would not seem an unreasonable 
arrangement for the State and local committees to be permitted to 
allot 25 percent in a manner they know to be reasonable and just to 
fit the local situation. 

The scales that weigh the difference between surplus and scarcity 
are sensitive. They swing fast and deep. To provide for an ade- 
quate supply of fiber for emergencies, we suggest a stockpile of ap- 
proximately 5 million bales of cotton which cannot be thrown on the 
market until prices reach some fixed figure above parity. 

Failure to have this stockpile in 1950 resulted in export restrictions 
and in amortization of synthetic plants with several million bales 
equivalent capacity. They are still operating today in competition 
with our cotton farmers. Expanding from a production of 9 mil- 
lion bales under quotas in 1950 to near 16 million bales in 1951, 1952 
and 1953, and restricted to 10 million bales in 1954 is too violent a 
shift in production. It jolts the entire economy of cotton produe- 
ing communities. In our opinion this is unnecessary except under ex- 
treme emergency conditions. 

Gentlemen, I thank you for this opportunity. 

(Document submitted by Mr. Dawson is as follows:) 


OKLAHOMA COTTON GINNERS’ ASSOCIATION 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 


The directors of Oklahoma cotton ginners’ and cottonseed crushers’ associa- 
tions passed the following resolution at their meeting, Monday, December 7: 

It is recognized that unless there are changes in the present law that many 
farms will take a drastic cut in cotton acreage for 1954. These extreme reduc- 
tions will impose undue hardship on farmers not in position to shift to other 
farm enterprises. 

In order to provide a satisfactory and equitable method of appropriationing 
the county cotton acreage allotment to farm it is recommended that the 3-year 
average plantings of cotton on a farm be the primary factor. The current year’s 
planting to be included in the 3-year history. Provision can be made to adjust 
the farm allotment in case of abnormal conditions, 

It is further resolved that farmers be permitted to voluntarily surrender to 
the county committee all or any part of their cotton acreage allotment which will 
not be planted. These frozen acres to be reapportioned to other farms. 

It is believed that it would be unwise to attempt to reduce all the current 
surplus of cotton in 1 year. It is resolved that this adjustment be accomplished 
hy reducing the surplus by not more than 2 million bales a year. This recom- 
mendation is made in the best interest of the economy and general welfare of 
cotton producing communities. 

It is urged that the Congress which will convene in January give top priority 
to this matter. 

Adopted unanimously. 

J. D. FLEMING, 
Secretary-Treasurer. 


The CuatrmMan. Thank you, Mr. Dawson. The next witness is Mr. 
Walter Baade, to be followed by Mr. J. L. Moore, Master of the Arkan- 


sas State Grange. 


STATEMENT OF WALTER BAADE, PRESIDENT, GARFIELD COUNTY 
FARM BUREAU 


Mr. Baapg. Gentlemen, the Garfield County Farm Bureau is hon- 
ored by your selection of Garfield County as one of the stops on your 
extended survey to determine sentiment on problems affecting agri- 
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culture. Enid and Garfield County, as you are aware, is also the 
home of our esteemed Congressman and your valued member, Hon. 
Page Belehe is 
At the outset, it should be made clear that the 1.600 members of 
Garfield C unt} Farm Bureau are by capresnn agreement loyal 
members of the Oklahoma Farm Bureau and also the American Farm 
Bureau Federation. That in these great organizations the principles 
democracy prevail, and that in the last analysis our position on 
question of national interest is determined by the majority vote of all 
State delegates in those decisions, and unless notice of dissention with 
those st is vive n. they banddtin our national po licy 


We understand that our State organization has ele ‘ted not to give 
notice of dissention of the 1954 program adopted by t he AF BF. The 
members of your committee have no doubt been cabal or will be 


furnished with copies of our national resolutions and those resolutions 
must and do therefore reflect the official position of Gartield County 
Farm Bureat 

We assume the committee is nevertheless interested in the local 
thinking of the 1,600 farm family members of Garfield County Farm 
Bureau, on farm policy. We held policy development meetings 
throughout the country in September and Octobe Tr, want their collective 


thinking is probably best expressed in the ir i solutic a lopted lest 
October. It reads as follows: 

We recognize that in future years the American taxpayer should not be re 
quired to subsidize large surpluses of food products which should be utilized 
throughout the world. On the other hand, we believe the American consume! 


not only should, but is willing to pay prices, commensurate with fixed wages, 
and equipment and merchandise costs, which will insure the produc tion of ade- 
quate food and fiber for domestic consumption. 

We therefore urge, in the event a new farm program is adopted, that careful 
and serious consideration be given to a support price program which will assure 
to the producer of basic commodities, full parity based on the old formula, for 
all such basic storable and essential agricultural commodities devoted to pre- 
determined domestic human consumption; with any surpluses being permitted 
to seek their level on the world market. 

In the administration of such a program, we recommend that allotments to 
farms for such domestic production be made in units of production; and that 
such allotments be cumulative, with no penalty attached for devotion to uses 
other than human consumption, or for carryover which does not increase the 
average annual allotment of the farm. 

As a supplement to such a program, we urge an intensive research and world- 
wide sales program to stimulate additional markets and uses for American food 
and fiber surpluses. 

Until such a comprehensive and realistic program is developed, we would 
recommend a continuation and extension of the present amendment to the 
1949 act. 

In addition and supplemental to this resolution, we submit the fol- 
lowing statements which we believe to be the opinion and thinking of 
a good cross-section, and the majority of our membership. 

1. We are opposed to pr ice sup — on cattle. 

2. For the purpose of making acreage allotments and marketing 
quotas more equitable under the weeaenal law, so long as it exists, we 
would recommend: 

(a) That each farm be assigned a permanent crop acreage base 
(for each supported crop grown) determined by the average number 
of acres planted or sowed to such crop for the previous 5 years, and 
subject to such adjustments as may be made by the county PMA com- 
mittee for extraordinary soil building practices. 
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(6) That thereafter when acreage allotments are announced by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, or mar ke ting quotas are in effect, that such 
allotments or quotas be effected by applying a percentage reduction 
to the permanent crop acreage base, on all farms across the board 
engaged in growing such commodity. 

That in order to be eligible for the benefits of the farm program, 
including support prices, farmers should be required to devote a rea- 
sonable percentage of their diverted acres to soil-building as soil con- 
serving crops. 

That in the determination of whether acreage allotments or 
marketing quotas are necessary, the Secretary should be authorized 
to exclude from the existing formula that portion of the carryover 
necessary for 1 year’s domestic consumption. It is our opinion that 
1 year’s supply of wheat necessary for domestic human cons sumption 
is not a surplus; and that its maintenance is a very essential protective 
and defense measure. 

). We have great respect and admiration for the achievements of 
the Soil Conservation Service; and we wish to commend the Secretary 
of Agriculture for its reorganization. We believe it will be thus 
enabled to perform equal or greater service, with even more economy 
and efficiency. 

Gentlemen, may we again say that we deeply appreciate your inter- 
est in the great problems of agriculture. We appreciate your listening 
tous. You have a most difficult task and we like the manner of your 
approach. We are farmers, but we are Americans first, and we know 
that in your deliberations you will apply to each proposal the test 
“Is it good for the Nation?” And it is well, and we would ask that 
you do so. Because we know from both bitter and pleasant experi- 
ence that when agriculture is depressed, the Nation suffers, and when 
farmers prosper, the country is prosperous. What is good for agri- 
culture is good for America. 

The Cuamman. Thank you, Mr. Baade. 

We will next hear from Mr. J. L. Moore, to be followed by K. FE. 
Soder, speaking for the Oklahoma Wheat Research Foundation. Is 
Mr. Moore present ¢ 

Mr. Moore does not seem to be present, so we will pass over his name 
at this time and hear from him later if he should come in. We will 
hear from Mr. K. E. Soder. Following Mr. Soder, we will hear from 
Mr. Wolfe, representing the Republican Farm Council of Oklahoma. 


STATEMENT OF KEATES E. SODER, REPRESENTING THE 
OKLAHOMA WHEAT RESEARCH FOUNDATION 


Mr. Soper. Gentlemen, I am Keates Soder, secretary-treasurer of 
the Oklahoma Wheat Research Foundation. I represent the Okla- 
homa Wheat Research Foundation, which is composed of representa- 
tives of the State’s wheatgrowers, the elevator handlers, and the miller 
processors. ‘Therefore, 1 speak for the entire wheat industry of the 
State with reference to present wheat research and the need for further 
research. 

We could easily speak for an hour or more and to the point on the 
need for wheat research alone. To fully appraise the need for all 
agricultural research would, as you know, take days. Our principal 
points are eight and can be made in just 2 minutes. 
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1. Each farmer cannot do his own individual research. 

2. Federal funds invested in agricultural research have paid tre- 
mendous dividends, not alone to the farmer, but to the entire American 
population. 

3. We havea 1954 population, a 1954 income, a 1954 taxload, a 1954 
challenge to our productive resources, but a 1940 Federal budget for 
agricultural research. 

t. Federal funds for all research in the last 14 years have increased 
300 percent, while agricultural research has gone up only 85 percent, 
or just enough to cover devaluation of the dollar. 

5. Oklahoma, the Southwest, and the Nation all need a wheat safe 
from drought, safe from wind, safe from floods, safe from insects of 
all sorts, safe from rusts and diseases that cut heav ily into yields and 
incomes, and one that, above all, will make an appetizing loaf of bread. 

6. Yes, we have a temporary surplus of wheat, mostly of such poor 
quality that foreigners won’t buy it. However, our population is 
gaining at such a rate we in our lifetime will see a wheat shortage 
unless we increase our wheat production through breeding and re- 
search. 

We here in Oklahoma are helping to solve our own wheat prob- 
_— and the wheat problems of the Southwest. We have built a 
$200,000 wheat research laboratory at Oklahoma Arts and Mechanics 
College. We are building a $120,000 greenhouse there now. We are 
releasing a new variety of wheat that will outyield every other variety 
from Nebraska and Iowa to Texas and New Mexico. And all this 
with exceedingly little help from Federal funds. 

8. We wish to commend President Eisenhower and Secretary of 
Agriculture Benson for their stands on increased agricultural research. 
It takes genuine statesmanship to work and to vote as you, Mr. Hope, 
and you, Mr. Belcher, and other committee members have, for an 
adequate and intelligent agricultural research program. We of the 
Oklahoma Wheat Research Foundation commend you and urge most 
respectfully that you redouble your efforts in this regard. We call 
your especial attention to the needs for funds for adequate work on 
wheat, its diseases, insects, and quality problems. On behalf of the 
officials of the Oklahoma Wheat Research Foundation we express our 
sincere apprec iation for the efforts of this committee. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Soder. The next witness is Mr. 
Lewis Wolf, representative of the Republican Farm Council, to be 
followed by Mr. Martin Byrne, president of the Kansas Farmers 
Union. 


STATEMENT OF LEWIS WOLF, REPRESENTING THE REPUBLICAN 
FARM COUNCIL 


Mr. Worr. Chairman Hope and members of the Congressional 
Agricultural Committee. I am Lewis Wolf from Logan County, 
Okla., representing the Oklahoma Republican Farm Council. 


We recognize that the American farmer comprises less than 15 percent of the 
voting population of the United States and that the American voter and taxpayer 
will not continue indefinitely to pay for the purchase and storing of huge quan- 
tities of unused surpluses. 

We further recognize the necessity of a program which will reduce this surplus, 
and realize it must be intelligent and realistic and based upon sound, economic 
principles. 
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Therefore, we, the Oklahoma Republican Farm Council have in executive 
session this 8th day of January 1954, adopted the following resolutions to be 
presented to the House Agriculture Committee under the chairmanship of Repre- 
sentative Clifford Hope. 

1. Be it resolved, That we favor the two-price system on wheat. 

Along that line we might mention that the allotment system as 
based on acreage allotments should be changed to bushel allotments. 
When a farmer takes his produce to town he doesn’t sell acreage of 
wheat. He sells bushels of wheat. 

2. Be it resolved, That we endorse Secretary of Agriculture Benson's reorgani 
zation of the Soil Conservation Service. 

3. Be it resolved, That we do not favor price supports on cattle. 

4. Be it resolved, That we go back to the former system of grading livestock 

It is our understanding that this was changed approximately 4 
years ago on the demand of the consumer about the price of beef being 
too high. Now it is the consensus of opinion that each grade of beef 
is approximately $1 to $2 cheaper than it would be under the old 
system of grading beef. 

5. Be it resolved, That we modernize our parity formula to conform to present 
living standards and cost of production 

It is our opinion that the basis of figuring parity formula is some- 
what outdated today, figuring the cost of production that we have te 
operate under. 

6. Be it resolved, That we favor expanded agricultural research to promote 
new crops, new uses, and new markets for farm products. We urge realistic, ex- 
panded Federal appropriations to accomplish this result, this to be in addition to 
the work of State agricultural colleges and research by private industry. 

We feel it is of paramound importance that agricultural research be 
expanded. When the atomic work was started, money was not taken 
into consideration. The job was to be done. We feel that agricultural 
research is of just as great importance to the American farmer as 
atomic research. No one knows the tremendous power that lies within 
a kernel of wheat, the great food that America can product, and we 
feel that research is the answer. 

7. Be it resolved, that we commend the accomplishments under inherited 
adverse conditions of Secretary of Agriculture Benson to date and pledge our 
continued support. 

It is indeed a pleasure to be here to report to you on our resolutions 
and our feeling on the agricultural programs. We feel it is a great 
privilege for Oklahoma to have you here. 

Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Wolf. At this point the Chair 
would like to insert in the record a statement filed by the Oklahoma 
Statewide Electric Cooperative, Inc. That will be made a part of the 
record at this point. 

(The document referred to follows :) 

STATEMENT OF THE OKLAHOMA STATEWIDE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, REPRESENTING 
THE 26 RURAL ELECTRIC DISTRIBUTION COOPERATIVES AND 2 POWER COOPERATIVES 
IN OKLAHOMA AND THE 125,000 RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE CONSUMERS OI 
OKLAHOMA 
1. We strongly oppose any increase in the interest rates on loans to rural 

electric cooperatives beyond the present rate. 

2. We strongly oppose the sale or other disposal of mortgage notes held by the 
United States Government on rural electric cooperative systems. 

3. We strongly oppose any change in the present tax status of rural electric 
cooperatives. 

38490—54—pt. 15 4 
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4. We strongly urge sufficient loan funds for rural telephone program which 
will accelerate that program. 

o. We strongly urge sufficient electric loan funds for the purpose of heavying 
up of present co-op electric distribution lines and sufficient funds also for the 
purpose of construction of cooperative generation and transmission projects. 

6. We are opposed to all policies which would tend to retard the use of loan 
funds for generation and transmission cooperatives. 

7. We are strongly opposed to all policies which would tend to force deals or 
contracts by rural electric cooperatives with commercial companies. 

Ss. We urge an investigation by proper authorities of the activities of officials 
and lobbyists of the commercial power companies as they pertain to the Rural 
electrification Administration, the United States Department of the Interior, the 
Federal Power Commission and other agencies of the United States Government. 
Specifically, we deplore the tremendous sums spent by the commercial power 
company association for lobbying, and we believe an investigation of the nature 
and use of these funds be made. Records disclose the commercial power com- 
pany lobby to be one of the most expensive in the Nation, and we feel that the 

ectric consuming public is entitled to know just how these fabulous sums were 
spent and with whom they were spent. 

Respectfully submitte -d. 

DoyLte Popr, President. 
HowarkD CROCKER, 
Secretary. 

The CHairMan. The next witness, as announced, is Mr. Martin 
Byrne, president of the Kansas Farmers Union. We are glad to 
welcome a Kansan to our meeting. Mr. Byrne will be followed by 
Mr. J. H. Hays of the Garfield County Farmers Union. 


STATEMENT OF MARTIN BYRNE, PRESIDENT, KANSAS FARMERS 
UNION 


Mr. Byrne. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we knew 
you would be severely limited for time, so we have severely limited 
our remarks here. 

If 5 or 6 pe ople could get together and just deal for agriculture as 
a whole and say, “On this basis we will and on that basis we won’t, 
we perhaps would not be here today. 

I am not too sure that the interests of overall democracy would be 
best served, but in some segments of our economy, economic problems 
are handled in that manner. 

Farm families buy from a rigid market—in most cases this rigidity 
is the result of close-knit organization coupled with State and Federal 
laws. The only recourse for the farm family is rigid prices for what 
they sell equate 1d to the pr ices of goods bought. To do that without a 
Federal farm program is not possible— —at least in this age. 

We urge as a minimum the continuation of 90 percent supports as 
they are now being used. We recommend that the loan program be 
extended to other storables and that the loan rate be raised to reflect 
full parity. 

On the so-called perishables, especially those which the price of 
sup ported crops cre i part of the cost, we believe the difference be- 
tween the market and full parity should be made up to the farm family 

direct payments. It follows that to ask for and accept support 
pric es, We must accept product ion controls. 

We feel the so-called flexible sup port provision can serve no pur- 
pose. It creates uncertainty in agriculture and that uncertainty re- 
flects itself into the whole economy. We can see no reason to believe 
that a sliding seale of prices would decrease production and make 
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surpluses more manageable. There is reason to believe that a down- 
ward trend in prices causes farm families to produce more in an effort 
to multiply more production times less price to make both ends meet 
in their overall operations. 

Consumer interests must be considered in a price program. Right 
now an hour of factory labor buys more coal than it has for 40 vears 
If farm families’ income is down, curtailment of their buying follows. 
consequently that hour of factory labor may not be av: ailable. This 
would create an economic problem for those consumers who work or 
expect to work for wages in order to consume. 

We believe we are no longer in the days of farm relief. We need a 
permanent farm program, void of as many uncertainties as possible. 
The result of which will place farm families on a par with other groups 
and give them an opportunity to contribute their share to a dynamic 
and expanding economy. 

I wish to thank the committee for the time. 

The CHarrman, Thank you. The next witness is Mr. J. H. Hays, 
representing the Garfield County Farmers Union, to be followed by 
George G. Hamilton, representing the United Livestock Producers 
Association. 


STATEMENT OF JIMMY H. HAYS, REPRESENTING THE GARFIELD 
COUNTY FARMERS UNION 


Mr. Hays. Mr. Chairman, we sincerely thank this committee for 
coming to Enid to consider our problems and help us to solve them. 
I am going to testify in favor of 90-percent rigid a supports for 
wheat, the same as we now have. I think it should be extended for 
2 years or more. We wheat farmers showed by our referendum last 
August that we are willing to submit to controls on our acreage of 
wheat to make it work. We voted more than 85 percent in favor of it. 

Why should we have our 90 percent support price taken away from 
us whe n we have voted the reduced acreage and penalties to make it 
work? 90 percent is not a high support price, it is only nine-tenths of 
a fair price. I heard Benson last night call 90 percent high. We 
know it isnot. How can we pay more than $3,000 apiece for tractors, 
$5,000 for a combine, $1,800 for a car or a small truck, if we don’t get 
42.10 a bushel for our wheat ? 

You know we would have to get over 100 percent for it to be high. 
In a dozen meetings of farmers in their hometowns in the last month 
I have talked to over a thousand farmers and they have been mostly 
in your district, Mr. Belcher, and everyone at these meetings has held 
- his hand in favor of continuation of price supports at full 90 per- 

ent. 

We have had open discussions at these meetings and farmers have 
expressed themselves as being willing to do whatever is necessary to 
make the present system work. I know that farmers will go a lot fur- 
ther to try to make a 90 percent support work than they will to make 
a flexible system work. They say they are willing to reduce more 
acres of wheat if necessary. 

One resolution in Grant County last Friday night was that they 
would put half of their layout acres in soil conservation crops so as 
not to make a surplus of other crops. That is a good attitude, isn’t it? 
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I noticed that Benson said that the little farmer is not being helped 
by the 90 percent support as much as the big farmer. That is no doubt 
true, but how much is it going to help the little farmer to have his 
support price cut? The little farmer will still have to stay within 
his allotment of acreage under the flexible system, but will get much 
less income. We know that the big farmer can operate on a smaller 
margin of profit than the little wheat farmer. 

The only place where I will concede that Benson might have a point 
is that if you just make a few basic commodities rather attractive, you 
might get a surplus of them. That is why I think you ought to sup- 
port cattle and a few other products. In this country we ought to 
turn more land back to grass and grow more feed crops, but if cattle 
stay low we won’t have much incentive to do this. 

They say it will take 2 years for farmers to get back their confidence 
in cattle so that the price will go up very much. But you could do this 
overnight by putting a 90 percent parity support floor under cattle. 
As you know, cattle are only 70 percent parity now. It would m: wae 
a more balanced plan for agriculture in this area to support cattle a 
well as wheat. I don’t think the Government would lose hardly a 
money by doing it. 

We know that what little money the Government does lose in sup- 
port plans is multiplied a thousand times over by the increased income 
that the farmers get. In conclusion, gentlemen, we don’t want to 
see the Government lose very much money in support plans and we are 
are not asking for a giveaway or charity program. We just want to 
see a system devised that will keep us as well as the rest of business 
out of a depression. 

It is like inventing a machine that will work to counteract the bad 
effects of a little oversupply. We are willing to do our part to make 
it work, if you will keep up the 90 percent support on wheat, and ex- 
tend it to other commodities. Here are the resolutions of the Gar- 
field County Farmers’ Union that met January 7, 1954: 

We, the Garfield County Farmers Union, are meeting at a time when our 
farm income has been severely cut by drouth, declining prices, and the crash of 
the cattle market. At the same time, the prices of the things we buy are at 
nearly an all-time high. We are in danger of losing our farm program at the 
very time when we need it most. To stop this trend we submit the following 
resolutions for the considerations of our Representatives in Congress: 

1. We stand for 100 percent of parity on all farm products as our goal. 

2. We favor extending the rigid price support of 90 percent of parity on wheat 
and other basic commodities, like they are now for 2 more years, with whatever 
controls are necessary to make it work. 

3. We favor putting a floor under the price of live cattle by nonrecourse loans 
to farmers at 90 percent of parity. 

4. We oppose all of the restrictions that are being made or talked about. 
to discourage REA and public power projects. 

IT thank you. 

{ document submitted by Mr. Hays is as follows:) 

Here is a plan, for supporting the price of beef cattle. It is offered as a mild 
plan that ought not to cost the Government very much, and yet it should save 
a lot of farm families from distress and disaster. It will not make any big 
ecattleman or speculator rich. It will retard the buildup of cattle numbers 
which is said to be getting too large in this country. This plan should have 
an immediate effect on the cattle market and bring back the confidence that is 
needed in the beef industry. Here it is: 

Each cattleman or cattle feeder would get a 100 percent parity support price 
on the sale of not more than 20 head of beef-type yearling steers or heifers in 
1 year. They would be required to feed them grain for about 6 months before 
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sale. Half of each man’s sales would have to be heifers and so reduce the 
number of breeding stock in the country. 

On 20 head at a fair price a farmer could make a small income that together 
with some other farm income ought to get him by. 

What would be the effect of a guaranteed support price on grain-fed yearling 
steers and heifers? It should keep a lot of thin, unfinished calves off from 
the market temporarily and thus raise the market immediately. It would 
increase the demand for stocker yearlings suitable for feeding out under this 
plan. Then there would be some confidence in keeping the kind of cows that 
would raise these calves, so these cows would increase in value. 

Of course, these cattle would have to be graded when they came to market. 
But since they would all be fed yearlings, the grading would not be very 
difficult. 

I don’t think this plan should apply to any dairy-type animals because dairy 
products are already supported. 

This plan would only indirectly affect the price of canner and cutter cows 
and calves. Some of the cows might be kept if farmers knew they might be 
able to raise calves that could be fed out to a good price. The calves could be put 
on feed at weaning age of 6 to 7 months and sold a little after they were a 
year old. 

The Government should continue to buy canned beef to help the price of thin 
canner and cutter cows. It should insist that the packers buy these cows at a 
minimum price and only make a small margin of profit on them. 

It is possible that the Government might buy some live cattle and put them 
in feed lots. They could be fed some of the corn the Government has in storage 
and they could be butchered by soldiers for their use in Army camps. 

It might be that under the plan I have suggested that nonrecourse loans be 
made on the yearling steers and heifers that were being fed out. One of the 
troubles with such loans would be the danger of loss to the Government by 
death of the animals. They would have to be insured under such a plan. Also 
no one would know exactly what they weighed out on the farm and the loan 
could only be made at their value at the time the inspector saw them, because 
he would not know what shape they would be after feeding. 

I believe that a purchase agreement would be the easiest way to start out 
in supporting cattle because it would be simple with the least amount of red- 
tape and inspection. 


The Cuarman. Thank you very much, Mr. Hays. The next wit- 


ness is Mr. Hamilton. Mr. Hamilton will be our last witness before 
we adjourn for lunch. 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE G. HAMILTON, REPRESENTING THE 
UNITED LIVESTOCK PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Hamiron. The cattleman or farmer—there are millions of 
us—operating at a loss is, in effect, in our economy and unemployed 
man. Even worse, he is a capitalist who is no longer investing in new 
tractors, machinery, buildings, cars, trucks, tools, fencing, and a thou- 
sand and one other things. When we are not making money to spend 
and have borrowed our limit, we just have to quit buying. 

[ might point out that a 10-percent reduction in income to a farmer 
is not necessarily and very seldom is a 10-percent reduction in his net 
income. It can very well be 100-percent reduction in his net income 
or his net profit. This cannot but have a profound effect on the rest 
of our economy. It is being demonstrated now in the industrial areas 
of our Nation. 

On the other hand, we are also very sensitive to the general economy 
and vitally interested in it and we are worried about it now. If the 
general economy is allowed to go to piec es, as the agricultural part IS, 
may Heaven help us. 

There is approximately the same number of cattle in the country 
today as there was this time a year ago. More pork production is 











LONG RANGE FARM PROGRAM 





expected in 1954. It makes us wonder about the price outlook for 
next fall. We wonder what cattle will be worth next fall. In these 
cattle there are approximately 35 million cows, the same as a year ago. 
These cows have been culled and good heifers added during this last 
year, and with the drought, and our troubles and our financial troubles 
and liquidation, and the cows that we have left being better cows 
than we had a year ago, on the whole, we can very likely have bigger 
and better calf crops this coming spring. Not only this coming spring 
but for the next few years to come. 

It appears that we have about 10 percent too many cattle. If 10 
percent of the cows were removed before producing another calf, the 

supply of beef would equalize itself with demand in a year, or more 
than likely by next fall. That would be 314 million cows taken out 
of production and off the market. That many cows could be proc- 
essed and canned in the next 3 or 4 months. 

They should be stockpiled and used only for emergency, for the un- 
employed, school-lunch programs, et cetera, to take them out of com- 
mercial channels. We would be in favor of a reduction of these 
breeding cows by law just as we are having a reduction in acreages in 
wheat, cotton, and corn. Pay the cowmen 100 percent of parity for 
the 10 percent he reduces, with a time limit on him to get the cows 
in and get them out of pen tion. 

Ife will not take the brunt of the loss in production because he can 
run his calves longer to a greater age and wait on his acreage or the 
next operator, like himself, who runs steers would be bidding for his 
lessened supply of stock in calves and giving him a greater return for 
those calves. In turn the feeder would be bidding for out cattle in 
second dsupply, which would take care of us. 

\ 90 percent of parity support for dry-lot-fed beef would bolster 
the prices all the way to the breeding cow level, which has to be con- 
trolled to fit demand. Any of us would rather run 90 cows and show 
a profit, than run a hundred cows and go broke. 

Wheat and cotton farmers have shown this, and they are the same 
people who run cattle. Wheat and cattle go together in our country 
and I expect cotton and cattle go together in their country. Price 
supports now on all classes, with a reduction in breeding cows now 
would take care of our immediate pains and would also take care of 
our credit problems, our banking problems; the reduction in number 
of breeding cows would take care of the future. 

Our Government would have to buy few cattle other than the first 
10 percent of the cows purchased now. We have no desire to pull 


the feed producers down to our level. We want to buy feeds at a fair 


price and we want a fair price for our cattle. 
I thank you, gentlemen. 
The CHarrman. The meeting will be adjourned until 1:45 p. m. 
(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m. the committee recessed, to reconvene 
1:45 p.m.) 
AFTERNOON SESSION 


The CnatrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

The first witness will be Mr. Perry Howell, representing the Kay 
County Farm Bureau. 

Following him will be Mr. Males, representing the Washita Valley 
Flood Control Council. 





: 
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STATEMENT OF PERRY HOWELL, BLACKWELL, OKLA., 
REPRESENTING KAY COUNTY FARM BUREAU 


Mr. Howexixi. Mr. Chairman, honorable members of the House of 
Representatives Agricultural Committee, My ] Say that the members 
of the Kay County Farm Bureau are indeed grateful for the opportu 
nity to appear before your committee, 

I know of no other country in the world where the farmers could 
sit down and discuss and give our lawmakers the benefit of our think 
ing. 

The membership of the Kay County Farm Bureau at our last a 
nual meeting passed several resolutions which we believe are essential 
to future prosperity of the American farmer. We hope that in pre 
senting these resolutions to this honorable committee we have he Iped 
you in your future deliberations concerning the American farmer. 

We know we have a duty to perform; that of providing food and 
fiber for the people of this great Nation, pay our taxes, and obey our 
laws in order that these United States remain healthier and stronger 
than any nation on earth. To do this the American farmer is en- 
titled to his fair share of return for his products. According to sta- 
tistics published in some papers and magazines, the average yearly net 
income of the farmer is near the bottom of the economic ladder. 

It is our firm belief that until full production on every available 
acre of cropland with full parity received for this production is 
achieved we will not be able to retire our national debt. 

We know we cannot keep building bigger and bigger surpluses 
without disaster. On the other hand, reducing parity will bring 
economic disaster to thousands of small farmers who will be forced 
out of the farming business. 

We believe the problem can be solved through research. We 
urgently ask that Congress create an agricultural research commis- 
sion, appropriate the money for the very best research laboratories, 
employ the most outstanding chemists and scientists, in order to dis 
cover new uses for agricultural surpluses. Then we may have full 
parity and production. 

I now will review our county resolutions. 

1. Be it resolved, That agricultural products shall not be processed or ex 
ported in bond, since it throws mill feeds in competition with home grown grain. 

2. Be it resolved, That relief to foreign countries be made in agricultural 
products rather than cash. 

3. Be it resolved, That in view of the fact that importation of farm products 
enlarges the surpluses, which in turn tends to lower the price the farmer 
receives: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That at a stated time each year a parity price be established on all 
farm products supported under the support law, and that no farm products 
be imnorted when the price to the farmer on the product in question—quality 
considered—is below parity. 

4. Whereas nothing but full production will give the American farmer his 
fair share of the American dollar; 

Whereas the Government of the United States has spent billions of dollars 
for research laboratories to develop instruments of destruction to kill mankind; 

Whereas the economy of the United States is primarily based upon agri- 
culture and the prices the farmer receives for his products in relation to the 
things he buys and the taxes he pays: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Kay County Farm Bureau go on record urging the Na- 
tional Congress to appropriate the necessary money to build the finest research 
laboratory and employ the best research chemists possible to discover new uses 
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for agricultural products in order that the American farmer can return to 
full production On all of his acres. 

5. Be it resolved, That the Government drop assistance on legume seed in 
order to help appropriation on price supports. 

Mr. Chairman, I surely thank you for the opportunity to present 
my statement and to appear before your committee. 

The Crarman. Thank you very much, Mr. Howell. We will 
next hear from Mr. L. L. Males, and then from Mr. Granstaff, repre- 
senting the Oklahoma Crop Improvement Association. 


STATEMENT OF L. L. MALES, CHEYENNE, OKLA., REPRESENTING 
THE WASHITA VALLEY FLOOD CONTROL COUNCIL 


Mr. Mares. Mr. Chairman, members of the House Agriculture 
Committee, I appear before you today as a representative of the 
Washita River Flood Control Council. 

We want to ask your help in speeding up the upstream flood- 
control program in all the United States, but more especially on the 
Washita River. 

It is my desire at the very beginning of this statement to place 
special emphasis on the fact that the Washita Valley Flood Control 
Council is wholeheartedly in sup port of the regular soil-conservation 
program as carried on by the Soil Conservation Service through the 
oil-conservation districts. 

We are still losing ground in that we are depleting our soil faster 
than it is rebuilding. The soil-conservation program is necessary to 
maintain the fertility of our soil all over this great country of ours. 

We believe this work is national defense. We believe it must be 
continued and expanded as rapidly as possible until every farm has 
this program established on it. This will mean providing funds for 
additional SCS personnel as new districts are formed. We endorse 
this program. 

The upstream flood-prevention program is of equal importance as 
the regular soil-conservation program. They are inseparable if a 
complete job is to be done. The flood-prevention program, in our 
area, consists of two parts: (1) The land treatment ae which 
are essentially a good soil-conservation program, and (2), upstream 
flood-control] structures, water-retarding structures, aE re aa ited meas- 
ures primarily for flood prevention. 

We have he ‘re in Oklahoma the Washita River watershed on which 
this program is being established. Some planning work was done 
in 1946, and we have had an appropriation each year since. 

At first this program was so new that very little money was needed, 
but now the program is ready to move and we do need money. 

We have nearly one-half of the land-treatment measures established 
on the entire river watershed. On certain tributaries we have almost 
100 percent of the land-treatment measures in place. 

The farmer establishes the land-treatment practices on his own 
farm and at his own expense. 

In addition, when a structure is required, the farmer gives the ease- 
ment for this structure which usually includes giving up several acres 
of land. 

When the land-treatment program is about completed on a creek, 
the structures are then planned by the SCS engineers. Then when 
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the easements have all been given by the landowners we are ready for 
the construction program. 

To date we have constructed 68 retention reservoirs on the Washita 
watershed and it is estimated it will take 650 such structures to com- 
plete the program. So you see we are only 10 percent complete in the 
construction angle. 

We have now 7) easements on creek watersheds where we have 100 
percent of the easements. We have in addition 222 sites planned and 
many easements on those, but still not 100 percent. 

We do have 100 percent on 75 easements, which will be more struc 
tures than have been built in the last 8 years under the program. 

At the speed we are moving, in the construction program it seems 
it will take 50 years to complete the program. Each year we delay 
we are suffering estimated annual damages of $4212 on the creek 
watersheds alone. Also $1,322,000 on the main stem of the river. 

When the progr: umn is completed we will reduce these losses by 

$3.400.000 per year. 

In addition to that, the agricultural production will increase by 
$8,600,000, making a total benefit of over $12 million per year. 

In view of these figures, how can we afford not to speed up this 
program? We have easements and plans ready to efficiently use at 
least $5 million in funds for the vear beginning July 1954. 

The farmers have fulfilled their part of the bargain. They have 
established land-treatment measures and have contributed easements 
at great sacrifice to themselves. In many cases these easements are 
given without any thought of personal benefit but for the good of the 
community and to conserve our natural resources. 

How can we keep faith with these fine citizens if we do not step up 
the construction part of this program? This part is for the benefit 
of all the people and it is the Government’s part of the bargain. 

The annual benefits will more than equal the annual appropria 
tion even if stepped up to $10 million per vear. 

For this vear, however, if we can just get $5) million in funds, 
we can complete as many structures as have been built during the 
life of the program, as well as carrying on the planning and other 
work for future structures. 

We are to the point now where it is false economy not to speed 
up this program. We appeal to you members of the House Com- 
mittee on Agriculture to aid us in the upstream flood-control pro- 
gram in every way, especially in the securing of funds so that this 
great program can be completed i in our time. 

It should be completed in the next 8 to 10 vear's, When comple ted 
on the Washita, we will have a living example of river watershed 
size to show that this program really works and to show the many 
benefits from it. It will show a greatly improved economy on the 
entire watershed, not just on a few spots of it. 

The farmers will prosper, the towns will prosper, and our re- 
sources will be conserved. Only then shall we be living up to our 
obligation to the generations to come after us. 

I thank you. 

The CHarrmMan. Thank you. 

Next we will hear from Ed Granstaff, to be followed by Lyle 
Cooper 
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STATEMENT OF ED GRANSTAFF, REPRESENTING THE OKLAHOMA 
CROP IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Granstarr. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I am 
Ed Granstaff, secretary of the Oklahoma Crop Improvement As- 
sociation. I speak as a representative of the Oklahoma Crop Im- 
provement Association. 

Mr. Lee Awtrey, who is president of our board of directors and 
who is the association’s official representative to the Oklahoma Ag- 
ricultural Advisory Council, could not be present and asked that 
I come and offer a few remarks. 

It is the combined opinion of the board of directors of the Ok- 
lahoma Crop Improvement Association that one of the greatest ways 
in which the farmers of Oklahoma as well as those of the Nation can 
be benefited is by placing more emphasis on agricultural research. 

Since the Okl: thoma C ~~ Improvement Association is the official 
agency in Oklahoma for carrying on seed certification work and is 
delegated with the atte Sm of maintaining and making avail- 
able to the public, pure high quality seed of superior crop plant 
varieties, we are particularly conscious of the value of improved 
crop var ieties. 

Good examples of what the farmer is destined to gain from re- 
search, along that line, has been very well demonstrated in our own 
State just within the last 2 or 3 years. 

For example, I refer to such crop varieties as Concho wheat re- 
leased from the Oklahoma Agricultural Experiment Station in 1953. 
This variety is capable of increasing the average production of wheat 
in Oklahoma by more than 15 million bushels annually. 

Midland Bermuda, a new grass capable of producing more than 
three times the amount of forage than the common types now being 
grown in Oklahoma, and southland bromegrass which is capable of 
producing approximately three times as much beef per acre as could 
* expected from excellent native bluestem pasture. 

Such accomplishments as have been mentioned have come from 
many years of agricultural research. The farmers of Oklahoma are 
now clamoring for seed stock of these improved crops. Through the 
use of these improved crops and others to come, they will be in a 
position to better utilize their land and as a result realize an in- 
crease in their net income. 

We believe also that research to find more uses for the products we 
now produce is also very important along with many other phases. 

Since its benefits have been demonstrated so well here in our own 
State, it is our feeling that a farm program designed to divert more 
funds and place more emphasis on agricultural research would cer- 
tainly be a great step forward toward solving the many problems the 
farmer is confronted with today. 

Thank you very much. 

The Crarmman. Thank you. The next witness is Mr. Lyle 
Cooper, representing the Packing House Workers, CIO. He will be 


followed by Bonnie Bothe. 
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STATEMENT OF LYLE COOPER, REPRESENTING THE PACKING 
HOUSE WORKERS, CIO 


Mr. Coorer. Chairman Hope and members of the committee, just 
a word for the benefit of the committee and the audience here about 
my interests and the interests of my organization in the subject mat- 
ter of today’s hearing. 

Our union is ms inky composed of meatpacking workers who are lo- 
cated in plants which stretch all the way from Boston to Los Angeles 
on the west, and include all the meatpacking plants of Canada on the 
north down to plants in Florida and Texas on the south. 

The district in which Oklahoma is located is our district 8, with 
headquarters at Fort Worth. At Oklahoma City, from which there 
is a delegation here of packinghouse workers today, we have a local 
in the large Armour plant in that city. 

Around Enid we are in wheat country and I have been interested 
to hear farmers today commend, as I get it, the essentials of the wheat 
price-support program, this even though they have had a hard choice 
during the last year, being required to either accept a big cut in price 
or a big cut in ac reage. 

They have chosen what they considered the lesser evil of a big cut 
in acreage. A lot of city people probably do not understand that this 
may actually mean some considerable sacrifice in income because you 
have a multiplier effect here. 

The number of bushels raised multiplied by the price is undoubtedly 
going to mean a rather sharp reduction in gross income for these 
wheat farmers, and yet this, I say, is a lesser evil. 

If I may put in a personal word here, I do have an interest in these 
wheat farmers because I happen to come from the wheat country 
originally. In fact, Chairman Hope, I was born in your district near 

John. Both of my grandparents’ families were wheat farmers 
near that city and I have relatives scattered pretty well over Kansas, 
ine ‘Tuding even Garden City. 

sut also if I heard right in some of the testimony today, men who 
perhaps are wheat farmers could not quite see the case for price sup- 
ports on cattle. They did not spell out the reasons, and it might be 
interesting to note exactly what those reasons are. 

Frankly our organization does not have any bill of particulars on 
what we think is good for farmers but as we read the record and ana- 
lyze the situation in the last year or two we do believe that cattle 
farmers and hog raisers are very much in need of price supports based 
on what has happened. 

In 1951 there was a very bad situation on hogs. In 1952 and 1953 
there was a sharp reduction in hog breeding. This past year the con- 
sumers have, in a certain sense, paid for this in high prices on pork. 
In fact, bacon now is almost a luxury. 

On balance I don’t suppose the hog farmers are much better off 
as a result of what has happened. ‘This is the interesting thing: Al- 
though prices on the surface at least, on hogs, have been pretty good 
during the past year, yet the pig crop of this past fall was lower 
than it was a year ago. 

So that hog farmers, having been burned, are avoiding stepping up 
breeding. This remedy of scarcity under a condition of no price 
supports strikes me as basically in large measure at the expense of the 
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consuming public and really is no remedy for the problem facing these 
livestock producers. 

| think in substance the same thing is unfolding and developing 
with regard to cattle. Cattle we know have reached a high number. 
Cattle prices have fallen sharply from over $19 a hundred on the 
iverage in the first part of 1955 to a little over $14 a hundred on 
the average at the end of 1953. 

In passing, I might say that the Department of Agriculture’s par- 
ticular method of trying to provide some price support for cattle, 
namely, buying canners and cutters and utility cattle in the last few 
months of 1953 evidently did not do the job because when you look 
at the Department of Agriculture’s price quotations you find that 
from September through December there was no real improvement. 

I think these $14 cattle——and that of course actually means that 
many cattle are actually selling for $8 and $9 because that $14 includes 
the Prime and the Choice—these $14 cattle mean that many, many 
farmers are actually losing money. 

The old style remedy for this situation is going to be a sh: arp cut- 
back in breeding. Again, I don’t think that will be good for the 
country, it will not be good for the consuming public, and it will not, 
in the final analysis, solve the problem for farmers. 

So 1 think the proposal ole by this committee itself to support 

cattle prices at 90 percent of parity is the basic remedy that is required 
In ase to put them ona par with wheat farmers. 

The CHaimman. The next witness is Bonnie Bothe, who will be fol- 
lowed by Mr. R. L. Patterson, president of the Kansas Association 
of Wheat Growers. 


STATEMENT OF MISS BONNIE BOTHE, VICE PRESIDENT, WOMEN’S 
AUXILIARY, CIO, OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


Miss Borner. Mr. Chairman and honored Congressmen, I am truly 
honored to speak before you today. Coming from the farm myself 
I am surely in favor of the farmer because I was raised on a farm 
and know what it means to the farmer to get a good price for what 
they sell. 

May I say that 1 am a packinghouse worker. If the farmer does 
not prosper and get a good price for what he raises, we do not have 
any work. 

For instance, in 1952 1 was laid off for the first time in 4 years. That 
was due to the lack of hogs because the farmer could not get any price 
for his hogs: he could not raise them. 

That has thrown many people out of work. For the cattle farmer, 
that goes as well. There have been lots of people laid off because of 
the low price in cattle. 

I myself have an uncle who is a cattle raiser. He bought a bunch 
of cattle to feed out on the market. He paid 36 cents a pound for 
those cattle at the time he bought them. When he sold them he sold 
them for 16 cents a pound. He fed them for about 6 months. 

So you can see what he lost on those cattle. I certainly think that the 
farmers should have a price support of some kind to assure them that 
they will make a profit and make a decent living at the end of the 
time that they raise their cattle or hogs or wheat or whatever they 
raise. 


oc 
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I am truly honored to speak before you people. I thank you foi 
your time. 

The CHairman. Next is Mr. R. L. Patterson, representing the 
Kansas Wheat Growers Association. 1o be followed by B. Ss. Graham, 
representing the Central Oklahoma Milk Producers Association. 


STATEMENT OF R. L. PATTERSON, REPRESENTING THE KANSAS 
ASSOCIATION OF WHEAT GROWERS 


Mr. Parrerson. Chairman Hope and committee members, it is in 
deed a privilege that I can come down here, representing the wheat 
erowers of Kansas, into our neighboring State, with the fine wheat 
crowers here, cattle raisers and farmers in general. 

I would like to bring to you some of the thing that have transpired 
In our organization in the past 5 years. 

In our efforts working on the wheat program in the last 5 vears, 
it seems to me that the main point that has come to our attention 
is the research. We have dealt with that from every angle. 

Our colleges are going a marvelous job in research, especially 
basic. But there comes emergency research from time to time as the 
years go on and we have one of those right now. 

According to the statisties that we get from the Federal Govern 
ment, we do have a little surplus wheat, and we feel that there should 
be an intensive research program on that in all the analyzing that 
we have done. 

In our line, from our studies and our experience, we feel that we 
as individual wheatgrowers should have a part in this research. 

We feel that there is nobody who knows the problems any more 
than the grower. In order to attack any part of it you must have the 
facts as to the need. 

Our wheatgrowers organization felt that that was the paramount 
issue this last year. We endeavored to get an enactment passed 
through the Kansas Legislature. 

Kach one of us wheatgrowers would voluntarily contribute 1 milla 
bushel on wheat marketed and that might be used for supplemental 
research, especially in emergency research such as production and 
marketing. 

We were not quite good enough. We did not get that act through 
this legislature but we are good American citizens, we have not given 
up. We know that we have a normal legislature up there and when- 
ever we prove to them that that is the need and it is essential, they 
will go along with us. 

About that time Secretary Benson called in a committee for advice 
and suggestions in regard to the wheat program. From that com 
mittee were chosen 10 men to be a standing committee. We were very 
erateful in Kansas that two of our good citizens were on that 
committee. 

They analyzed some 40 programs, I am infomed, that were sub 
mitted to them in regard to helping out the what program. From 
that they brought out some basic features which in their estimation 
looked like they might at least help in some way. 

Our organization assumed the responsibility of taking this into 
around 50 counties of the wheat-growing section of Kansas for their 
thinking and studying. 
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We feel that we have ac hie ved something there because the boys 
are thinking on this. We just finished on "January 5 and 6th our 
innual meeting in Hutchins ae of our Kansas Association of Wheat 
Growers, and there were many addresses, many questions, and a lot 

of discussion on the wheat program. 

After that terminated we came out with a group of resolutions which 
we feel and believe will be an advantage to the wheatgrower. I will 
read them to you and then they will be exactly as they were brought 
forth. 

1. Kansas Association of Wheat Growers wishes to again recognize 
our position as a strictly commodity group and reaffirm our desire to 
work with all general farm organizations in the solution of our prob- 
lems. A program for each commodity may be the proper approach to 
our agricultural problems with a fair degree of tolerance by each for 
the rights of others. We wish to thank all general farm organizations 
for their cooperation in the past. 

The Kansas Association of Wheat Growers is most grateful for 
the confidence that has been shown them by both industry and pro- 
ducers during the past year. The association shall continue to strive 
to merit such confidence in the ensuing year by representing with high- 
est integrity the best interests of all concerned for the welfare of the 
wheat industry in Kansas. We strive to the best of our ability to 
represent the composite opinion of all wheatgrowers. 

3. We commend Kansas State College on their excellent work on 
wheat research, in lowering production costs, improving varieties and 
reducing the hazards of raising our crop. 

We recommend the emphasis should also be placed on marketing and 
expanded uses of wheat. We believe that the consumption of bread 
has decreased because there has been too much emphasis on the yield 
of a bushel of wheat and not enough emphasis on the flavor and pala- 
tability of baked products. An advertising campaign calling attention 
to the nutrit al and health benefits and economy of wheat products 
would aid the wheat farmer and all the related industries. 

To promote the interests of the wheatgrowers in the field of re- 
search, marketing, use, and public relations, we endorse and again ask 
for the passage of the wheat bill by the legislature of the State of 
Kansas as the most equitable way of financing these projects. 

We believe the following basic essentials to be fundamental to a 
successful national wheat program: 

(a) Assure full parity to wheat producers for the portion of the 
United States wheat crop sold for domestic food consumption. (By 
means of certificate allotments or some other nongovernmental method 
of nee to make up the difference between market prices and full 
parity. 

(>) AE ike available crop loans to producers at a price level designed 
to insure orderly marketing and to protect wheat producers against 
unduly low returns. 

(c) Assure freedom of operation on individual farms with a mini- 
mum of governmental regulations and stimulate maximum economic 
use and free movement of wheat on a competitive price basis through 
regular nongovernmental trade channels at home and abroad. 

(7) Encourage the production of high-quality wheat, with full 
recognition of quality factors, and promote the conservation of our 
agricultural resources of production. 
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(e) To achieve the above prince iples we believe that: 

(1) Allotments must be made in bushels rather than acres. 

(2) Sound soil-conserving practices and good farm management 
should be factors in establishing farm-bushel allotments. 

We recognize the fundamental economic principle that any pro 
gram which tends to dislocate production from a low-cost area to 
higher cost areas is detrimental to the industry and costly to the 
consumer. 

We realize that the present system of high fixed supports on 
all our production has been very satisfying, but with the present 
surpluses on hand it cannot continue to operate satisfactorily. 

We recommend that if farmers are again asked to vote on the 
acreage reductions and quotas that will be needed to maintain this 
system that an alternate plan be submitted embodying the above basic 
suggestions. 

Our organization wants to state to this committee that we are very 
grateful for the efforts that you are putting forth in our behalf. We 
realize that it is not a simple matter and that anything you do we 
want you to know we really appreciate. 

We have offered these suggestions from the thinking of a large 
number of wheat farmers that have come out to these meetings, and 
so forth. 

We want you to understand that we are not finding fault with 
the present program. It has been a good program. At anytime that 
a wheat farmer can produce all that he can possibly raise and sell 
it at 90 percent of parity it is a good program. 

With this surplus looking at us, apparently something will need 
to be done, and if and w hen that time arrives these are some of the 
suggestions and our association is offering. 

Again I want to thank these fine Okl: thoma people who have come 
down here and associate with them. M: ay you have good results. 

The Cuarrman. The next witness is Mr. G. B. Graham, representing 
the Oklahoma Milk Producers Association, to be followed by Mr. 
Charles Hollopeter. 


STATEMENT OF G. B. GRAHAM, REPRESENTING THE CENTRAL 
OKLAHOMA MILK PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION 


Mr. Granam. Mr. Chairman, I am G. B. Graham, from Oklahoma 
City. Iam manager of the Central Oklahoma Milk Producers Asso- 
ciation and also the manager of the State Grade-A Milk Producers 
Bargaining Association, representing about 85 percent of the fluid 
milk on the Oklahoma City market. 

You have been in Wisconsin and the other dairy States and it is 
not necessary for me to try to bring you up to date on the present 
problems of dairymen. 

There is one thing on which we are very much perturbed and the 
lack of information on it is causing us a lot of concern. 

We do not have a guaranteed parity. The Secretary of Agricul- 
ture can make up his Mind and let us know on the Ist of April what 
we are going to have for next year. Indications that have come out 
from the Department of Agriculture do not make us very happy. 
When the health-department requirements are increasing, when we 
are eliminating brucellosis and eliminating TB and having to deliver 
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our milk to the market this year at 50 degrees—and that is pretty 
cool in Oklahoma in August and July—it is pretty difficult for us to 
keep people interested. 

After all, the secret of our success is the quality of milk. We are 
working hard on a marketing program. Twenty percent of the in- 
come of our cooperative was spent this last year on advertising milk 
and the marketing of milk. 

In spite of that fact we find ourselves in trouble. The only thing 
that I want to present to you—and I am a lawyer, and all that bunko— 
it is flexible parity. 

We have tried out flexible parity. We work under the milk mar- 
keting order in Oklahoma City and Tulsa. We are tickled with 
and we like it and hope it will be improved and expanded. 

We have a supply-demand factor. That supply-demand factor is 
a good thing. If we get too much milk the price of our milk comes 
down. If we are short of milk the price of milk goes up. 

Last month it brought the price of our milk down 50 cents a hundred 
pounds. On our market, with the amount of milk involved, that rep- 
resented about $70,000 that the farmers did not get. 

I have heard a lot of bunk about if you lower the price to the farmer 
you lower it to the consumer. I want to cive you some figures here 
of what happened in our market. 

That supply-demand factor, with the milk order, is exactly the 
same as the flexible parity. 

Here is what happened on these figures, and I am not going to read 
all of them, but I will tell you this: 

On January 1, 1952, we were getting $6.63 for our milk. Milk was 
selling at 2514 cents a quart delivered to the home in Oklahoma 
City, and the surrounding neighbors that were serviced by these 
handlers. 

For the monthy of January 1954—that is this month—we are 

etting $5.14 for our milk, which is $1.50 less, and the price to the 
consumer for that milk delivered to his home is 24 cents. 

That is $1.50 out of our pocket, and the way they figure milk that 
is a credit to the consumer of about 70 cents. That means that some- 
where along the line of processing and getting milk to the consumer 
80 cents has been lost in the shuffle. 

It is not enough to lower the price to the farmer and expect him 
to take all the blame unless we can get it somehow to that consumer. 
Of course, this is flexible and our backs are going to have to be pretty 
flexible if we stand up under it. 

I have not any of my members here: I want you to know that. What 
[ am saying is that reducing the price to the farmer only hits his bill 
and not the consumer. We have to have a better deal. When you 
get. back to Washington and know the Secretary and could say a 
kind word for us we sure would appreciate it. 

I worked several times with members of your committee, with 
Charlie Holman. I am on the legislative committee of the National 
Milk Producers Federation. I want to say for the benefit of the Okla- 
homa people that are here, who have not worked with you, that this 
is the most bipartisan committee [ ever met anywhere in my life. 

There may be Democrats and Republicans in other places but you 
gentlemen are real Americans and we appreciate it. 

Thank you, gentlemen, very much. 
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(The statement referred to is as follows :) 
Price of milk to farmers and consumers on the Oklahoma City, Norman, and 
Shawnee markets, Jan. 1, 1952, to Jan. 1, 1954 


{Presented by the Central Oklahoma Milk Producers Association, Oklahoma City, Okla.] 


Percent quart 








; Supply- milk sal 
Month Re tail es Class I price demand to total 
quarts adjustment ?| I packag 
milk sales 
Cents 
1952—January 251 $6. 637 460. 28 
February 25! 6. 721 ) 
March 251 6. 481 | 5Q. 87 
April 25 6. 236 ). OF 
May 25 935 9. 67 
June 2514 867 60. 49 
July 251 6. 05 0 61. 00 
August 2514 6. 151 $0. 09-4 60. 24 
September 25! 6. 578 36-4 8.47 
October 251 6.673 28 7.19 
November 7 6. 634 24 7 
December 2514 6. 434 04+ 55. 59 
1953—January 251, 6. 012 03— 54. 08 
February 2514 5. 838 .03 53.19 
March ‘ 24 5. 734 03 §2. 43 
A pril 24 5. 271 28 52. 69 
May... 24 5. 072 36 53. OR 
June__.. 24 4. 884 50 54. 86 
July 24 5, 261 .33 54. 54 
August 24 5. 361 21 53. 94 
September . - ‘ 24 5. 277 . 30 52. 07 
October 24 5, 223 .40 50. 68 
November 24 5. 402 28 50. 2 
December 24 5. 362 32 51. 86 
1954— January 24 5. 146 . 50 
1 Nov. 27, 1951—price increased from 24 cents to 2544 cents. Mar. 10, 1953—price lowered from 25% cents 


to 24 cents 


2 Included in the class I price 


Source—Market administrator’s office. 


The Cuatrman. Thank you. We will now hear from Mr. Charles 
Hollopeter, representing the Chikaskia River Watershed Association, 
who will be followed by Mr. Glen Gibson, representing the Oklahoma 
Beekeepers Association. 


STATEMENT OF CHARLES HOLLOPETER, REPRESENTING THE 
CHIKASKIA RIVER WATERSHED ASSOCIATION, BLACKWELL, 
OKLA. 


Mr. Hotvorerer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, dur- 
ing the past 20 years soil conservation has grown to become an im 
portant service rendered farmers in the field of agriculture. It has 
rapidly gained in favor not only by the farmers themselves, but also 
in the general public interest. It has demonstrated in many parts of 
our Nation the fundamentals of soil conservation and better farming 
methods. We in Oklahoma appreciate the technical help and guid- 
ance furnished by the Soil Conservation Service, and urge that this 
service be continued and strengthened. 

The soil-conservation districts have developed into local segments of 
State government for the purpose of placing local responsibility in 
the development of plans and the rendering of service to farmers and 
ranchers. ‘These soil-conservation districts have found many prob 
lems in common, particularly along administrative lines. 


38490—54—pt. 15 5 








2270 LONG RANGE FARM PROGRAM 


The physical characteristics of these districts vary widely. In the 
areas of widespread agricultural development as is common to Okla- 

oma, the incre asingly important program of soil conservation and 
its relationship to flood control or prevention is now regarded as the 
most logical solution to the tragedy of floods. 

The relationship of soil conservation, moisture infiltration, and 
water runoff retardation structures has developed a public concern 
for the ape stream or watershed type of flood prevention possibilities. 

This upstream flood-prevention program was started by the Soil 
Conservation Service to demonstrate the effectiveness of soil and water 
conservation on the farmlands to flood prevention on the downstream 
alluvial lands. This is a rank departure from the older theory of 
flood control by water impoundment by the use of big dams. 

4y holding the water where it falls and can be used to its fullest 
benefit by the farmer, and at the same time minimizing soil movement, 
this program has given the farm people an entirely new responsibility 
in the framework of our national economy—that of flood control. 

The farmer and his unit of operation are primarily concerned in 
soil and water conservation to the fullest personal benefit, yet no 
farmer who has practiced a religious soil and water conservation 
program on his farm can fail to see the possibilities that if all his 
neighbors would do likewise the hazard of floods downstream would 
soon be eliminated. 

Many farmers, like myself, have anxiously awaited the outcome of 
the proposed Poage bill and the oe bill in which Government as- 
sistance could be channeled toward the smaller watershed in the form 
of supplemental watershed flood control. 

This, I am sure, would do much to strengthen the soil conservation 
and particularly the district programs. The recent enactment of the 
pilot watershed programs as demonstrations along this plan have 
been received with enthusiasm. There still remains, however, a vast 
difference of opinion even in the minds of the Soil Conservation Serv- 
ice personnel as to the effectiveness of adequate soil conservation on 
the land as it affects floods. 

Our soil-conservation district recently experienced a preliminary 
study of one of our watersheds under the pilot watershed plan. After 

brief visit by an engineer from the regional office of the Soil Con- 
servation Service, we learned that our area could not qualify under 
this proposal because the topography was such that no suitable sites 
for dams could be found. 

This is a glaring example of the failure of some of our best soil- 
conservation personnel to follow through the theory of watershed 
treatment. 

I wish to make it clear that we are not opposed to dams or reser- 
voirs where they are practical or feasible on the upstream tributaries, 
but instead highly in favor of the construction as a secondary flood- 
control measure. 

My concern is toward the primary flood-prevention measures appli- 
cable to each and every farm in the watershed—that which can and 
should be applied in the name of soil and water conservation by the 
farmer himself. Much can be done to strengthen this phase of our 
program. 

The districts’ soil-conserv ation program as you know is entirely 
voluntary, as it should be, on the part of the farmer. He is, however, 
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the holder of the first responsibility in this program of public concern. 
His incentive to do soil conservation on his land must be economically 
sound. In other words, it is a slow process in many cases to those 
that need it most. 

I am proud that our soil-conservation program is going along as 
well as it is. Farm by farm conservation plans are a slow process. 
What we need is more incentive for the farmer to practice soil and 
water conservation, not so much for his primary interest as the neces- 
sary qualifications for bigger and better conservation programs for 
his neighborhood—in the name of flood prevention. 

Farm ponds are primarily designed by farmers to meet the need for 
supplemental water supplies. They are not built larger than the 
farmer would consider adequate for his immediate needs for livestock. 
There are, however, many farm ponds which could be made larger 
due to their favorable location and site which could serve not only 
as a supplemental water supply, but also as a flood-control measure. 
rhis is merely an example of one of many possibilities wherein local 
conditions could justify added help in the name of flood prevention. 

We realize the problems facing Congress in the matter of appro- 
priating funds in the public interest, particularly the channeling of 
help in various local communities. There is, however, help available 
in establishing soil-conservation measures which are of permanent 
nature such as terracing, waterways, and so forth, also the use of fer- 
tilizers in the production of special crops. 

There could also be help to strengthen our upstream flood preven 
tion program in the same manner, but using an adequate farm soil- 
conservation program as a preliminary requirement for its qualifica- 
tion, then I believe much more ee good would result from the 
permanent structures now planned ¢ r already constructed than if 
they were the end result of such a aamean, 

There is a broader concept of soil conservation and flood control 
than is now onda by our makeshift countywide programs. 

The soil-conservation district supervisors stand ready to administer 
such a program as may be developed for each and every watershed 
within their authority. The details of such a watershed program 
could easily be explained as the necessary preliminary soil-conserva- 
tion work is developed. 

By this method the farmer could initiate his share of the contribu- 
tion prior to any Government assistance. I believe you will agree 
that this method of farmer-Government participation will do much to 
further soil conservation and particularly flood control. 

Thank you for listening. 

The CHamman. I might suggest that the bills that you spoke about 
were reported by our committee yesterday in W ashington. So they are 
on their way in the House of Representatives. 

Now we will hear from Mr. Glen Gibson, who will be followed by 
Jack Robinson, chairman of the Canadian County PMA. 


STATEMENT OF GLEN GIBSON, SECRETARY-TREASURER, HONEY 
INDUSTRY COUNCIL OF AMERICA, MINCO, OKLA. 


Mr. Greson. Mr. Chairman and members of the House Agriculture 
Committee, I am secretary of the Oklahoma State Beekeepers Asso- 
ciation. We have a program with the United States Department of 
Agriculture and it was included in the Agricultural Act of 1949, 
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The act simply says that the price of honey shall be supported 
through loans, purchases, or other operations at a level not in excess of 
90 percent or less than 60 percent of the parity price. 

In the years of 1950 and 1951 honey was supported through a packer 
buying program. Under this program beekeepers delivered their 
honey to the nearest cooperating packer. This proved undesirable 
because the support price seemed to be both the ceiling and floor. 

In 1952 and 1953 honey was supported through on- -the-farm stor age 
loans and purchase agreements. This seems to be the most workable 
and best type of program. This gives the beekeeper some queen 
assistance enabling him to hold his honey for a favorable marke 
price, and at the same time removing distress honey from the aes : 

Varied amounts of honey has been purchased by the USDA under 
this program. The size of crop, sales energy, and quality governed 
the amounts purchased. 

The benefits of the program are as follows: 

1. Bee population hs as been maintained but not expanded, thus as- 
suring continued pollination of those crops that depend on insect 
pollination for reproduction. 

Beekeepers are commencing to learn the value of industry pro- 
motion and are presently studying ways and means of increasing pro- 
motion with each succeeding year. 

3. Beekeepers are becoming grade conscious and with this con- 
sciousness are rapidly modernizing honey plants and trade practices. 

1. Last but not least the price of bulk honey today is approximately 
12 cents in comparison with 9 cents in 1951. Yet a recent USDA 
release reported less than 2 million under loan and purchase agree- 
ments in 1953. Possibly this may be redeemed by April 1. 

A continuation of the Agricultural Act of 1949 seems desirable. 
It certainly is not our desire to request the Secretary of Agriculture 
to support honey at a rate to encourage production but to request 
such amounts that seem reasonable at the time. 

We are affiliated with the American Beekeeping Federation and 
will be represented at the national convention in Baltimore during this 
month. The theme of this convention will be honey promotion and 
research. 

Thank you very much. 

The Carman. Thank you, Mr. Gibson. 

The next witness is Mr. Jack Robinson. 

Mr. Robinson does not appear to be present. This completes the 
names of those we have on our list of persons representing organiza- 
tions. We have a long list of individual witnesses who will be heard 
for 4 minutes each if they desire to take that much time. If they have 
statements and wish to file them, or cannot complete their statements 
in 4 minutes, they may file a supplemental statement or if they prefer 
to file the statement and not use all of the 4 minutes they may do 
that. 

In any event, whatever they have to say in the form of a written 
statement will go into the record and it will become a part of the 
record just as it would had it been read at the meeting. 

The Chair has one telegram and one set of resolutions which will 
be placed in the record at this point. 

The resolutions come from the Lincoln Grange of Grant County, 
Okla. The telegram is from Mr. J. F. Walker of Helena, Okla. 
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(The documents referred to are as follows :) 
RESOLUTIONS OF LINCOLN GRANGE OF GRANT CouNTY, OKLA. 


The following statements represent the wishes of Lincoln Grange in regard 
to the farm program: 

1. Soil conservation. We are agreed that it is the farmer’s duty to conserve 
his soil with or without Government payments. We believe that soil conserva- 
tion payments are an incentive to the proper use of the soil and are not incon- 
sistent with a good farm program. 

2. We believe that rainfall should be kept where it falls by the construction of 
farm ponds, terracing, and contour cultivation. 

3. We favor local control of the entire farm program as far as is practical. 

4. We believe that assistance to foreign nations should in large part be from 
farm crops of which we have a surplus. 

5. We are in favor of holding onto the present price-control program until 
greater consumption and increased foreign demand can take care of our farm 
surpluses. 

Signed by the committee: 

D. C. THOMAS, 
Chairman, Enid, Okla. 
E. E. DorMAN, 

Pond Creek, Okla. 
T. A. Berry, 
Pond Creek, Okla. 


HELENA, OKLA., January 12, 1954. 
Hon. Ciirrorp Hope, 
Educational Building, Enid, Okla. 


Urge continuation of 90 percent parity on future farm program. 
J. F. WALKER. 


Mr. Apert. I have just received a letter from one of the witnesses 
who could not be here, Mr. Chairman, Mr. J. D. Ferris. I ask 
unanimous consent the letter be included in the record. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, the statement of J. D. Ferris will be made a 
part of the record at this point. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF J. D. Ferris, LATIMER COUNTY, OKLA 


JANUARY 11, 1954. 
Congressman CARL ALBERT, 
South Independence St., 
Enid, Okla. 

Dear CARL: Due to the snow and ice it will be impossible for me to appear 
before the House agriculture meeting in Enid tomorrow, but in the following 
statements I have tried to report the thinking of the farmers of this area. 

I regret that I cannot be there and give my statements orally. 

Mr. Chairman, the farmers of this area are thinking in the following terms: 


PARITY 


Due to the fact that every industry is guaranteed a profit or subsidized in 
some form or other I feel that support price of 90 percent parity on agricultural 
products is necessary. The law of supply and demand no longer meets the 
needs. Take the cattle industry, the ranchers are going broke with a so-called 
surplus, while the packing industry is making more profit than ever before. 

With the denial of a guaranteed parity price to the livestock industry this 
important division of agriculture has been practically forced into bankruptcy 
and has thereby weakened the entire economy. 

In my time three depressions or recessions have occurred and each came in 
with a serious decline in livestock prices which resulted in bankruptcy for 
almost all cattlemen. I am now convinced that the present break in livestock 
prices constitutes a significant and serious omen and if the present trend is 
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not reversed will probably be the break that starts another depression. The 
iverage cattleman wants parity. 
REA 


\ majority of the farmers in this area believe the present administration is 
damaging the rural electrification program by supporting the restrictions now 
being imposed on public power development and by exercising too stringent 
controls over cooperative expansion funds. 


UPSTREAM WATERSHED CONTROL PROGRAM 


Recent national interest has been observed in upstream watershed control pro- 
grams. In southeastern Oklahoma rainfall is highest in the State and flood 
damage to farmlands, roads, towns and cities is frequent. We who live in this 
area feel that watershed control programs would be beneficial and practical on 
many of our tributary watersheds to the larger streams. 

Current conservation practices being applied by farmers to their land in this 
area are a primary step and direct contribution to such upstream watershed 
control programs ro get in step with this movement all of the soil-conservation 
districts in southeastern Oklahoma have joined together in watershed councils. 

We believe that Federal funds should be spent on these watershed control pro 
grams in the same proportion that Federal funds are expended on larger flood 
control structures 

Require that any Government agency responsible for planning and construc- 
tion of large dams be required to include in the estimated cost of such dams the 
cost of adequate water- and silt-control measures for the watershed above the pro 
posed dam sites; and further to provide that these measures be carried forward 
and established concurrently with or prior to construction of the dam itself, 


SOIL CONSERVATION PROGRAM 


Southeastern Oklahoma farmers yet have a soil-conserving and soil-building 
iob to do for themselves so that they can have and maintain for themselves and 
their posterity an adequate and proper standard of living. They have a job of 
good land use and management to continue and to improve through the years so 
that they can give their contribution to a national agricultural production pro 
gram that will be demanded by an ever-increasing population. 

Grasslands, timberlands, and croplands in this section have been in use since 
statehood in 1907 and before. Little thought was given during the early years 
of their use to management practices that would conserve and maintain their 
productive capacities. Much of the original fertility of the lands has been 
dissipated. 

Practically since statehood research, extension service, educational programs, 
and farm demonstrations have been carried on throughout this section to bring 
to farmers information and assistance in applying soil conserving and improved 
management practices to their land. 

Vocational agricultural teachers in this section have taught soil-conservation 
practices along with all improved agricultural subject matter to their students 
and to adults during the time their departments have been established in the 
hich schools of the area. 

During the 1933-54 period the Federal Government has made available to 
farmers technical aid in planning and applying conservation and soil-building 
programs on their farms. This assistance was supplied by the Soil Conserva- 
tion Service under the Department of Agriculture, through demonstration proj- 
ects, soil conservation associations, and after passage of the Oklahoma State 
soil conservation district law in 1938, local soil conservation districts. 

Agricultural conservation payments have been supplied to farmers for carry- 
ing out soil-conserving soil-building practices on their farms since passage of 
Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act of 1936. Much use of these aids 
has been taken by farmers in this section since they have been made available. 

Giving due consideration and credit to the soil conservation and improvement 
practices applied by farmers to their lands in this section, the greater part of 
the total conservation and soil improvement job needed on the lands remains to 
be done. These major jobs include soil improvement practices, such as cover 
crop and crop residue management practices, application of lime, potash, phos- 
phate, and other needed fertilizers, pasture seeding and sodding with perennial 
grasses and legumes, range management and seeding practices, and improved 
woodland practices. 
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Immense acreages of farmland in this area have had none of these practices 
applied to them. 

The present and future well-being of southeastern Oklahonia and its people is 
dependent on when and to what extent the farmers of this area apply these 
conservation and soil-improvement practices to their land. 

Public opinion is that soil depletion and deterioration have occurred over the 
years and through various owners and operators and that the average present 
owner is not able to execute a soil conserving and improving program on his 
land fast enough to meet his own and national needs. 

Representing the farmers of Latimer County, the board of supervisors of the 
Latimer County Soil Conservation District believe the following items should 
be given due consideration from a national standpoint by the legislative branches 
of the National Government: 

I. Establish conservative and wise use of agricultural land and water resources 
as a national policy of the United States. 

II. Direct that all activities of the Federal Government having to do with the 
use of our agricultural land and water resources conform to this policy. 

III. Recognize the interrelationship of proper use of land, control of erosion, 
control of floods, drainage, irrigation, water management, fertility maintenance 
and improvement, silt control, and range and forest management. 

IV. Establish a single conservation agency in the United States Department 
of Agriculture to carry forward a program helping landowners and operators 
use his land in accordance with its needs without impairing the freedom of 
individual persons; transfer soil conservation functions of all Federal agencies 
directly involved in the use of agricultural land and conservation of soil re- 
sources to this soil conservation agency. 

V. A continued and strengthened program of conservation information and 
education to be carried to the farmers, townspeople and their families in the 
area by the extension service, vocational agricultural departments, and public 
school systems, 

VI. Give the chartered local soil conservation districts full support and assist- 
ance in carrying on their district programs and work plans, which have been 
worked out according to memorandum of understanding between local district 
governing bodies and the United States Department of Agriculture Soil Conserva- 
tion Service. 

VII. Maintain the agricultural conservation program payments to farmers and 
ranchers as a national contribution and as an incentive to get farmers to apply 
conservation practices at more rapid rate needed for the individual farmer and 
for national well-being, and for practices which his annual income and farm 
equipment will not allow him to apply rapidly enough to fit a needed conservation 
application program for his farm. 

VIII. Expand and improve credit facilities available to farmers and ranchers 
for installation of soil and water conservation measures and for changes in the 
size and character of the farm enterprises where such changes will facilitate 
soil and water conservation. 

IX. Cause as little disruption as possible in the soil conservation programs 
in progress over the United States by the current United States Department of 
Agriculture reorganization. 

X. Simplify as much as possible getting these programs to the farmer. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. D. Ferris. 


The Cramman. Mr. Z. H. Lawter, secretary of the Oklahoma 
Farmers Union, will be the next witness, and he will be recognized for 
t minutes. 

After we have heard from him, Mr. E. P. Goad, of Bennington, 
Okla., will be recognized for 4 minutes. 


STATEMENT OF Z. H. LAWTER, SECRETARY OF THE OKLAHOMA 
FARMERS UNION 


Mr. Lawrer. Mr. Chairman and members of the Agricultural Com- 
mittee, to me this is an inspiration to be here. We were inspired to 
send a telegram to the President of the United States endorsing Mr. 
Hope. the chairman here, for Secretary of Agriculture. 
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Naturally, and quite naturally, it seems, I am here on this occasion 
with Mr. Hopeas chairman. In keeping with Oklahoma State Farm- 
ers Union President Duffy’s report, as a farm boy who was born and 
reared on a farm and as State secretary of the Oklahoma Farmers 
Union for more than 35 years, a member of the State board of agri- 
culture for 8 years, I made more than 10,000 farm meetings during 
this period, more than 200 of which were made the last year, and 
where commitments were had from farmers in those meetings they 
averaged more than 95 percent in favor of 90 percent parity on the 
basic agricultural products. 

This was many times in meetings of all types of farmers, livestock 
producers, and members of different farm organizations and always 
with those of all partisan political faiths. 

I am convinced that the farmers of this Nation are entitled to 
equity in income with other groups of society on every agricultural 
product and byproduct which should be 100 percent of parity. 

Nothing short of that will equalize the average income to agricul- 
ture with that of other groups of society. 

Last year, statistics will disclose, there was over one-third less in- 
come per capita to farmers, even with our 90- percent parity on the 
basic agricultural products. 

We, as farmers, always get too little when we fight for equity. 
Everything the farmer has to sell in sympathy with the crash in 
cattle pr ices is on a downward trend; and everything he has to buy, 
the price is going up. 

To the end that we fear if immediate action is not taken by the 
Congress of the United States another depression may well be in 
the making. 

The agricultural industry has always been the basic industry in this 
great nation of ours in this all-out mobilization period against com- 
munism, and practically the only guiding star to world civilization 
in our great Nation is democracy in action geared up to production 
to feed the hungry people. It certainly is no time to sell the farmer 
short in income. 

In other words, he must know that he is going to have a decent in- 
come on the products he produces if he stays in business. 

Too many small farmers, and many of them veterans, having moved 
off the land to other locations because the accommodations were more 
attractive and they could have more decent living conditions for their 
families. 

Labor has a minimum wage scale supplemented by high wages to 
skilled workers, and industry has been protected through high tariff 
and subsidies for more than 50 years. 

In fact, farmers, as has been well said by some of our statesmen in 
years gone by, were wage slaves prior to the time we secured the 90- 
percent price support on the basic agricultural products. 

The fine cooperative rural electrification program to modernize the 
farm home, the PMA program democratically operated by locally 
elected committees, the vocational agricultural program, and the fine 
soil-conservation oe for all of this the Farmers Union, na- 
tionally speaking has been for maximum necessary appropriations 
for their successful installation and operation as time rolls on. 

We have confidence in government and are sure you gentlemen on 
this committee are not going to turn thumbs down on this fine pro- 
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gressive program that has been such a oreat st mulant to the stability 
of the American farmer and which made po sible the moderniz ition 
ot his home. 


] ] 





Cert unly, farmers are entit ed to modern 1omes to live In the same 

s the people in the cities. Recently the farmers have been speaking 
[ have observed that you ntlemen have had hearings t] r uch it 

t of the agricultural sections in this Nation on the type of program 
the grassroot farmers want. 

Alor or with that. they have been speal ing in the wheat, cotton, and 
peanut acreage allotment program while although there were many 
inequities in the acreage allotment program l by the De 
partment ot Lori ultur . especially on pean tte n. but not 
withstanding that fact the a reage all it ent program was approve | 
by the bigge } jority in the hitsory of all the farm progr n} v hieh 

an approval of the price-support program 


They approved these programs be ‘ause they believe in their Gover! 


, 4 pa 7 , ae . 
rent and that it would rectify the injustices in such a program. <A 
: : # Pigg: ; 
usual h tie l’armers | nion we expect to |] tp them where hy} ces 
preva lin ever pos ible Wy on acreage progral ] lou ruven 
© 7) le ctrict] " NHhartican | } \ pti] we are nter 
maa { ( V on a@ nonp tisa DASIS, \ WALLY e are only intel 
1 . . . » . 7 
l in seeing that the farmers receive equity in income with othe 


groups of society. 

{ remen he : when President Roo evelt recommencae | These farm 
programs, and I remember Senator Arthur Capper as being one of the 
greatest exponents of our price-support program and Senator George 
Norris of Nebaska as being one of the great supporters of our rural 
electrification program, both of whom were Republican Senators and 
these programs were obtained through the Members of Congress in 
their agricultural section of the Nation teaming up together regardless 
of their party affiliation in behalf of this great basic industry of agri- 

ulture that they realized must survive if our people have necessary 
food to eat and clothes to wear. 

It is our feeling there is no surplus over a period of years if every 
body that is hunery has food. Proof of that is the recent statement 
from Washington, D. C., on January 10 headed “Tlunger is seen if 
the population keeps growing.” 

Thank you. 

The CHarrman. The Chair desires at this time to recognize Mr. 
Harold Hutton, the president of the State board of agriculture, who 
has a message which we desire to have him present. 


STATEMENT OF THE GOVERNOR OF OKLAHOMA, AS READ BY 
HAROLD HUTTON 


Mr. Hurron. Chairman Hope and members of the committee: Gov- 
ernor Johnson Murray was unable to be here today and asked that I 


read a short creeting to this committee for him: 


It is with sincere regret that I cannot be with you today in Enid 
due to a previous commitment. Please accept this expression of 
appreciation that the Congressional Agricultural Committee saw fit 


+7 , } . 4 ; Ys . . 
1 hold one of Its hearings 1n our State ror the purpose of determining 


from our farmers and agricultural leaders our needs l wants regard 
oe the agricultural program. 


m4 t.15 t 








2278 LONG RANGE FARM PROGRAM 


We are seriously concerned about falling prices for some farm 
commodities, which, coupled with the fact that many sections of our 
State still have insufficient moisture, has caused a fee ling of insecurity. 

Oklahomans who are engaged in the business of farming have 
always been notably independent. Today you will find that Okla- 
homa farmers want no more than their fair share of the national 
income and want no better guaranty of security and stability than 
other industries are given. 

We look forward to and expect complete cooperation between State 
governments and the Federal Government, and pledge to do our 
part to bring about this cooperation. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. The committee appre- 
ciates that very fine message from the distinguished Governor of this 
great State. 

The next witness will be Mr. E. P. Goad, of Bennington, Okla., to 
be followed by Mr. Fred Meek, of Idana, Kans. 

Mr. Goad does not seem to be present. We will call him later if 
he shows up. 


Next will be Mr. Meek. 


STATEMENT OF FRED MEEK, IDANA, KANS. 


Mr. Meek. Mr. Chairman and honorable members of the committee: 
I am Fred Meek. I operate a wheat, corn, cattle, and hog farm in 
north central Kansas. I would like to confine my remarks to the 
conservation of our soil and water resources as a part of any farm 
program. 

I would suggest, if I might, the absolute necessity of a nonpartisan, 
long-range, definite conservation policy to save what soil we have left 
and to reclaim that which is not be yond redemption. By establish- 
ing a permanent cost-sharing policy, farmers would know what to 
expect and could even borrow money for their part of the work, 
assured of what they would get back. 

Probably the only excuse for incentive payments is that we cannot 
wait for nature to take its course, nor for farmers to take their time 
in establishing complete soil- and water-conservation practices, 

A recent agricultural resources program report, prepared in my 
county, which is an average conservation county in Kansas, showed 
that it would take 102 years to terrace all the land in the county that 
should be terraced. Can we afford to wait that long ? 

We have only so much money to spe nd on this work, so let’s use it 
where it will do the most good—on permanent-type practices. Then 
the generations which follow us will have some resources with which 
to carry on. 

There are many thousands of small watersheds in this country. 
Some of t hem not more than a section in area, Many covering from 
2 to 10 sections, that can be handled on a group action, cost-sharing 
basis. I think it is the pl: ice to start our flood-control program. 

The Kansas Farmers Union, Kansas Farm Bureau. and Association 
of Soil Supervisors, in conventions this fall, passed unanimously, 
resolutions in favor of the Government paying for the cost of con- 
struction and drawdown pipes of detention dams larger than stock- 
water size and approved by the SCS as flood-control measures, since 





| 
i 
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dams of this type rarely benefit the farmer on whose land they are 
built, but benefit primarily those below. 

These could be and I think should be built on every farm when the 
owner requests them and soon we would have a surprising amount of 
flood control. Thousands of these could be built for the cost of one 
Tuttle Creek Dam. 

A correction in the present tax statute not allowing the cost of con- 
servation practices to be deducted from income, would, I think, stim- 
ulate much more conservation work. 

The construction of a terrace of waterway on a farm does not ac- 
tually increase the productivity of the land. It only makes It posst- 
ble to hold what we have and to rebuild from there. 

The CuatrMan. Next will be Mr. Paul V. Beck. 


STATEMENT OF HON. PAUL V. BECK, MEMBER OF THE OKLAHOMA 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mr. Beck. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am a member of the 
Oklahoma House of Representatives. I grew up as a farmer here 
in Garfield County. 

Several suggestions have been made today. I want to talk a little 
about one or two of those. Someone has suggested that the first 
thing that should be made is nonpolitical. I believe that that is the 
essential of this entire farm program. I would suggest this: That 
instead of having the President appoint the Secretary of Agrculture 
that the farmers themselves select him. That would give us a chance 
to have our own Secretary of Agriculture. 

| believe he would be in a much better position to advise the Presi- 
dent of the farm needs and the Congress, and that is actually what 
he is supposed to do. 

Also, that would take it out of partisan politics which several of 
you have mentioned. Iam sure that you cannot, as a committee, take 
every suggestion here today because if you did, you would jump on 
your horse and ride off in all directions. 

One man asked for full parity. Another man asked for full pro 
duction. Full production and full parity are entirely different ideas. 

I have here in my hands a paper which has been printed, which has 
a suggestion of three general principles. I have given it out to a few 
of you. I have more copies if you want them. 

This came from a farm conference in Sioux City, Iowa, in 1949 at 
which Mr. Hope was present, and was on that program, I reeall. 

Irom this conference three general principles came. One of them, 
the first one, is that the farmer must have 100 percent parity. I know 
there are a lot of people who think that means out of the National 
Treasury but I did not say that. 

The farmer is entitled to this full income in proportion to other 
people. That is all we mean by parity and that is all we mean by 
100 percent of parity. 

If you have less than 100 percent of parity we are all going to come 
down to the farm level. If we have 90 percent we will come down to 
the 90 percent level. 

If we have 60 percent we will come down to the 60 percent level. 
In other words, the farmers led us into a depression before and they 
can lead us into a depression again. 
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The nd point is that it should be controlled by the farmers 


themselves. not through a political setup. I know that as long as 
e question of politics partisan polities, both po- 
sn ad’ sto va e farm vote. What are we doing? 
\\ re ldine for { te. We are bidding Government 
Hs Che farmer vote does not have to depend on Government 
pename bon 
Phe | }) t of this program that it should be self-financed. 
lf \ e those three } ts together, they make a good farm 
First, 100 pe nt parity ond, control by the farmers themselves; 
hird. self-financed. I ed two illustrations there on the self- 
f you have anv more questions L w ll try te answer them ; 
ti el 
i rer t the oi] d ry was selling at 10 cents a barrel. 
ut a proratiol } ch has ide it poss ble for the oil 
a ry te ive itself from overproduct Ol by an oll proration 
he elf-aid inced by a self-processing tax. If you will 
these three principles, I will be glad to give any of you a copy of 
lt th you and your own groups at any time if you want to 
it if and also b keroul la d the reason for these 
‘ re ts 
Phank you very much. 
| Ci wAN. The next witness is Mr. FE. K. Dean. 
STATEMENT OF E. K. DEAN, MANAGER OF THE OKLAHOMA 
FARMERS UNION 
Mr. Dean. Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, House of Representatives, I am manager of the Oklahoma Farm- 
ers Union Cooperative, which is the statewide feed and farm supply 
division of the Oklahoma Farmers Union. 
My statement here today will not be a statement of recommenda- 
tions but rather a statement of the concern as I hear it expressed 
mong farm people in my daily contacts in business and in meetings y 


hroughout the State of Oklahoma. 

I find today that a huge percentage of the farmers that I have an 
opportunity to talk to individually are very much concerned. They 
are uneasy. Phe are concerned about the declining farm prices 

d continued increase in living costs, which leaves farmers with 
maller percentages of the consumers’ food dollar than any time since 
depression days. ' 

They are uneasy about the continued emaseculation of the farm pro 
cram and the farm credit system built up over a period of vears. 
More specific in their concern ts the price support program on basic 


ommodities and the lack of price support on other commodities. 
What ippening to the REA co-ops by emasculation of the pub 
owel im 4 
arme e truly concerned about the talk of a free market. They 
re wondering { ow free a free market can become. They recog 
, »{ : hat at one time a free market got down to about | or o 
orn and 21 or 22 cents a bushel on wheat. and that 
( re thev like to se it become. 
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I’armers today recognize the need for support prices. They have 
given a lot of study to it in the past several years, and the recognize 
the fact that a nation cannot have an adequate supply of food and 
fiber and at the same time have decent prices for farm people without 
some sort of artificial price supports. 

They do not think that they should have price supports at a percent 
of parity less than 100 paren nt. They have gone along with 90 per 
cent because that is all that tl ley hi ive been able to get. 

They feel that they as ni 1embe ‘rs of one seoment of our so 1ety are 
entitled to parity with all other segments of our soci iety. 

Declining farm incomes and prospects of high electric rates cause 
farmers to shudder at prospects of going back to other methods of 
ligh tin gg, the loss © f power and modern home conve nienct 5. I’armers 
still remember the treatment that they received at the hands of pul lic 
or private utility companies before we had an REA program. 

Ii lly. the thousands of farmers that I contact annually are in 
favor of a continuation of the present farm programs with a 90 per 
cent support level until they can secure a program that will vive them 


100 percent of parity with other groups. 
Bric fly, they are in favor of a planned economy of productioi and 


distribution of abundance, rather than a scarcity boom and bust 
program. 

Thank you. 

The CHamman. The next witness is Mr. Lud W. Strnad of Brew 
ster, Kans., to be followed by Mr. Niles Gibson of McPherson, Kans. 


STATEMENT OF LUD W. STRNAD, BREWSTER, KANS. 


Mr. Srrnap. Mr. Chairman and members of the House Agriculture 
Committee, I iceroetae ‘ora given the opportunity ot appearing 
before vou. 

My name is Lud W. Strnad of Brewster, out in the northwestern 
corner of Kansas. My only income is Salen operating a cattle, milo, 
and wheat farm. My farming oper ition is typical of northwest 
Kansas 

I represent no one here but myself, although I have discussed this 
with dozens of farmers in the Goodland, Colby, Kans., area. 

1. It is agreed that we want the farm program left as it is except 
to include more commodities as basic. 

2. Many need a long range, liberal all-inclusive credit program. If 
these two suggestions are neglected I fear thousands of farmers will 
soon join the growing millions of industrial unemployed. : should 
be remembered that per family income has dropped to $842 in 1953. 
Indeed a sad commentary on the economic status of American agri- 
culture. 

If we go into a depression, and a 5 to 10 percent decrease in national 
income can be called just that, I here charge that it is due to a deliber- 
ate and premeditated choice on the part of someone in the Federal 
Government. Depressions are made, not born. We may call it a 
recession or room tment, but at any rate, we will call it more than that 
by the end of 1954 if the new Benson program is forced upon us. 

Depressions and national economic bankruptcy start on the farms, 
and so as a farmer I refuse to be in the forefront of another 1929. 
Why must a farmer be the only one to be faced with a legally imposed 
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downturn of prices. Why must the farmer be the only one to take 
advant: we of that old law, the law of diminishing returns imposed by 
cCongression val act. 

Remember, we subsidize shipments of war material overseas with 
utter = and justifiably so, but we quibble about applying these 
same pru ‘iples to our abundance of food for shipment to these same 
people to h iold their bodies and souls together. 

My experience on the Benson Wheat Advisory Committee leads me 
to conclude that American agriculture and a desolate hungry world 
cannot look to our Secretary with any degree of confidence. The farm 
message to Congress proves that conclusively. 

Gentlemen, you are the duly elected representatives of all the peo- 
ple. Our last and final hope th ierefore rests with you, 

hi in k yo le 
he CHamRMAN. We thank you, Mr. Strnad. 


| 
We will now hear from Mr. Niles Gibson. 


STATEMENT OF NILES GIBSON, McPHERSON, McPHERSON 
COUNTY, KANS. 


Mr. Gipson. Honorable Congressmen and fellow farmers, I am 


Niles Gibson from MePherson, McPherson County, Kans., and reside 
on the farm with miy wife and two daughters. I farm 400 acres of 


land and have 100 head of cattle. 

McPherson County ranks third in wheat production and high in 
cattle production in our State. We farmers of McPherson County are 
proud of our Congressman Hope and his average record, and we only 
wish he were from our district so we could vote for him, and I might 
add that along with the other suggestion, we would like to see him as 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

My fellow county farmers and myself believe that we are entitled 
to full parity for several basic reasons. 


My first reason is most of us farmers voted for Eisenhower because 
he iid in several of his Cam palgn spee hes that we farmers were en- 
titled to full parity. The Eisenhower program or the sliding scale 


is the same as no program at all; consequently we farmers do not 
want a farm program if that is the best you can do. 

Secondly, we farmers must gamble on the weather element as well 
as purchasing markets and investment depreciation, Without full 
arity support we also risk our selling markets. 

Third, farming is the backbone of any country ; consequently the 
development of a country is in direct proportion to the development 


of the farming industry. For example, look at the land reform 
programs of so-called backward Europe and Asia. 
Fourth, with full parity, we as farmers, still have to do a decent 


job of management, We nevel have been guaranteed cost plus. We 
are more consumer than we ever have been in our history. 

We farmers of McPherson County, Kans., wholeheartedly endorsed 
the Cattle Caravan as representing our thinking and needs. The so- 
valle d drought relief peers was for farmers who had already been 
sold out, who had to be so broke they could not afford to rent the 
grass, pay the taxes, or even to put out another feed crop. 

We receive $18 for our weaning feeder calves, we only break even 
with nothing for our labor. The Cattlemen’s Association does not 
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represent us farmers and cattlemen of McPherson County. The law 
of supply and demand is theory not practical when applied to the 
farming industry. 

The Farm Bureau does not represent us, because the farmers belong 
for the insurance program and no other reason. We wonder what 
makes Benson think as he does and why he is Secretary of Agriculture. 

We want the various Government programs such as FCA, ASC, 
FHA, PMA, RTA, SCS, and REA left as they have been in the past. 
REA has done for the farmers what the power interests would asl do. 

REA has furthered the farming industry more than any other 
one thing; for example, I have strung 5,400 feet of electric line and 
have installed 10 electric motors on my farm during the past 7 years. 
REA should have sufficient funds available to enable it to provide 
the public with satisfactory service. 

The Cuatrman. The next witness is Mr. Billy Kirton. The next 
witness following Mr. Kirton will be Henry Worthington of Mangum, 

\ 


Okla. 
STATEMENT OF BILLY KIRTON, ENID, OKLA. 


Mr. Kirton. Chairman Hope and members of the Agriculture Com- 
mittee of the House, evidently we are in some kind of trouble. I 
have tried hard to be a good old solid farm boy, depedent upon live- 
stock and grain for a living. I have tried hard to follow all the 
good advice that I could command. 

I feel that we are indeed fortunate in having the command of the 
able leadership that is displayed here today. However, it was never 
intended that leaders of the people were to be concerned with every 
whim of a people. 

Americans’ self-governing responsibilities are still with us. Lead- 
ers cannot be sticks floating on the streams of the desires of a people, 
for no leader ever floated uphill, and not a single Nation in history 
ever struggled uphill without some real leaders. 

Your very election was testimony of our belief in your ability and 
in no way should be misconstrued as meaning that now, since you are 
a Member of Congress, you must use our minds and forget that you 
once had one of your own. 

You are the leaders. You are asking us where we want to go. 
Thank you for an opportunity that few people on the face of the 
globe are offered. However, none of us are sleeping. We know that 
we are already going. Our Founding Fathers put us on that road, 
a republic, a nation of free people, builders of industry, protectors 
and supporters of a greater laboring people than mankind ever 
dreamed of, tillers of the soil; harvesters of golden grain, almost so 
much that the world could be fed. 

Respecters of all that is good and holy, and sometimes a few people 
that will deny self and take up the cross for the very love of God. 

Gentlemen, I am very anxious that we stay on that road. Talking 
about being concerned, I am quite concerned about staying on that 
road as a great and God-fearing people. 

Clarence Manion, chairman of the Federal Commission on Inter- 
Governmental Relations, holds the opinion that big government is 
always a sign of a little people. Is little government always a sign 
of a big people? 
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It would be interesting to know. T would like to stay on the road 


it Lt 


that our forefathers put us on but I think that it is possible that a 


high parity pricing system over an unlimited number of years will stir 
industry and labor to the same point of aggravation that we now so 
often express toward them for our increased costs of operation in 


For to maintain high parity government will be forced to take 


earned money out of labor’s pocket and put it in ours. This prac- 
tice unlimited, of deficit spending by government, to take from some 
groups and put it into the pocke ts of others, will always cause us a 
lot of trouble. Let’s help these situations with a self-help program, 
a program that will help us to help ourselves, 

Self-help programs must be encouraged in all segments of agricul- 
{ » because government support programs force a government to be 
bigger by necessity. The government support means more control, 
less fre don ~ more agvoravation. 

Western cattlemen voted 6 to 1 against price supports. A self- 
help program must use the faith in God and ‘one nana money that 
compares to the same fa th in God and the same use of money that 
the earlier organizers of our cooperatives were forced to use } 

T! program would abandon the farmers who abused the best 
land rather than follow good land practices 

One last statement. You gentlemen can do something for agricul- 
ture all right Plug the loophole in our Constitution that allows any- 
one to make a treaty between the United States and foreign nations, 
a treaty t! can destroy the Constitution in a single afternoon. You 
have this opportunity in the pre-ent session of Congess. 

Definite action in this direction would assure Congress of having 


full and complete pr wers over any treaties or any agriculture agree- 
ments that any administration, present or future, might choose to 
make with foreign countries. 

Thank you, sir. 

The Cram iN. Thank you. The next witness is Mr. Henry Worth- 
weton, who will be followed by Mr. Glen Schneider of Chickasha, 
Okla 


STATEMENT OF HENRY WORTHINGTON, OF MANGUM, OKLA. 


Mr. Worrnuineton. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
Tam acotton farmer in southwestern Oklahoma. All that I have ever 
done in my life is to farm, except serve for about 20 years in the 
Oklahoma Legislature. In southwestern Oklahoma our crop that 
brings the money to the farmer is cotton. The farmers of south- 
western Oklahoma and of Texas feel that when the Secretary of 
Agriculture set the parity, instead of setting it somewhere between 
the minimum and the maximum, he has done the cotton farmers of 
the South a wrong. 

I want to say to you that you cannot make a living as a cotton 
farmer by buying high gasoline, paying high prices for your farming 
machinery, paying high labor for your chopping, paying high labor 
for your gathering, and then sell your cotton below a euaranteed 
parity. I want to say to you that 90 percent of parity to the farmer 
— any commodity that he might have grown is not full parity, it 
10 percent less than business gets for its products. 
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Gentlemen, if you pass a new bill, if you write a bill that gives 
the farmers of this Nation less than parity for the products that 
they produce upon the farm, then you have taken a backward step 
that agriculture in Oklahoma and these United States may never 
get over. We are asking you, and the farmers in my part of the 
country would only ask one change in your program, and that would 


1 } } ” » . } 1 ' 
be that you declare that 50 percent of the allotted acreage shall | 


play ted to the pport price co a If you W ruld do that you W uld 
have it olved. 

If the "al )¢ vt ¢ tithe ) } ] O} I re of { \ 
reated wealth { ! ‘ n this N: ) obody i 
vou today tl you W ve the pi h t 
Lil { il the Ca | rOops ¢ 1 TN ed Lh | O] 
()} ma | ll wWweste}] | iit peri | | 
lieve we would be. and I belie inv tarme vould | | ( } 
pl LUCE | ll a bale of on 101 { } It ) 
ob ( rT ( ( d sell t for 10 cent } I 
mea oney to me. 

In conclusio1 i want to sa to you that eV i t , 
portion of the country, after other meetings that are to be 
exactly what the farmers of southwestern Oklahoma and w i 
desire in a farm program, al | the change that I want t ee 
Coneress enact. 

Mr. Chairman, I am certainly orateful to e to talk to 
mittee, and lam ol id to have been here, 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Worthington. 

Mr. Glen Schneider is the next witness. I*ollow ng Mr. S e1aer 


will be Mr. Cecil Erickson, member of the Canadian County PMA 


STATEMENT OF GLEN SCHNEIDER, OF CHICKASHA, OKLA. 
Mr. SCHNEIDER, | have hye re le comp ete recor lc for hs ; 
vears and I thought you might 
earth fact on what I have done on my farm I br entih Uaewe ie 


date and it is my opinion that the worst trouble facing ag 





interested in them as a down-to 


rod iy 1S that we are vetting a smaller percentage of the consun 1's 
dollar. Several years ago W ised to vet about 58 perce t ot ) 
Now we gel about 42 percent. Of course, that is the sam pr m 
as parity, but I have faith in this deal. if a fourth of us have to go 
broke to get rid of the surplus because I believe farmer conservation 
is as Important as soil conservation. If there are any questio that 
vou would like to ask about this I would like to answer the 

: First. ] might pe int out. vou notice vy estimated labor 1 


there are 4 in our family, 2 full-time laborers. You can see the esti- 
mated labor profit we have. That is our total profit from our opera- 
tion. You can see the total income, how large it has to be before we 
can make a satisfactory wage for our family. Out of this estimated 
labor profit is the money we live on, Se nd our children to college with. 
L have three bovs to do that for. I would like for them to come back 
to the farm. We also have to pay for our farm and raise our living 
standards, our home improvements and such stuff as that. 
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You notice on the bad years I also had the price that we received 
for milk those years. On the bad years most of our loss was due to 
just price manipulations. In other words, everything we sell is whole- 
sale and we buy it back at retail. 

(The document is as follows:) 
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The CHaiman. Thank you. Mr. Erickson is the next witness. 
He will be followed by Mr. Gerald Hornbaker, of Stafford, Kans. 


STATEMENT OF CECIL ERICKSON, MEMBER OF THE CANADIAN 
COUNTY PMA, OKLAHOMA 


\iy - ( : \Mem s of Congress. I am 
} t ( ore { hii We Lr'e 
ly a 5 ple throu PALA, of 

{hie Pp sf 

It lefi 

e \\ ,) ite giving 

c otf 90 n¢ { , ‘ Ip] { to maint: 1] the confidence 

Phe Ci rl vo yom \fter Mr. Hornbaker we 
Mr. Pat 0" f St. Johns, Kan 


STATEMENT OF GERALD HORNBAKI] 


Mir. 1 NI (;erald Hornbaker. I live on a farm 
~ ( I | rs \] crop heat. I 
i ( if =1¢ | le 

| per ! } o e lizatie i the 
| i ( y have | nel 1 ot 
od i thu that a 
| fa ( would let far r diversify his 
Or ¢ i rog fra e¢ wheat which 
] } ( ! ( O} est ted To our s i ind 
i | ep our cro} from | om- 
i ent to the prod r made on perish- 
d no buy the surplus off the 
L md of en the 

( 1 e ( ( ittel 
| 7 | (| uy} l il vo 1 like the price 
vo ! i ! \ ror { 2 } riced a ‘ord- 
I i { \ ld pav a lieh price 
| nad 2 Crop fs lure | l low p "2 when I had il food crop, 
muild I | to sell my wheat on a foreign market and buy my 


nan America narket I think that such a farm pro- 
} ( ourage corporatio farming and would afford little 
‘armel! <t starting to farm and those just 


Ing to ce form to crop 


& ld like to econelude by asking this question: If a farme r only 


vet rf parity O or e other 10 percent 

Phe Cy [AN. J vou, Mr. Hornbaker. 

I will wear from Mh Pat O'Connor, to be followed by Mr. 
Wall e Y\ of Svivia. Ka 


STATEMENT OF PAT O'CONNOR, OF ST. JOHNS, KANS. 


Mr. O’Connor. As the president of the Stafford County F; armers 
[onion I represent about 300 farmers in Stafford County. This is 
Mr. Hope’s Fifth District. We think it is necessary that our farmers 
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have adequate supports for all storables and nonstorables. by ade 


quate supports we mean full parity. Parity will assure a decent 
standard of living for our farmers which will in turn aoe busines 
in general at a level where full employment will be a reality for 
our workers. A gradual expanding economy is to be wera t in ordet 


to absorb the new workers that enter the labor market each day ol 
the year. 

The controlling of production of food and fiber by | ering price 
or supports is unworkable and unsound for the Nation as a 
The plowing under of every third farmer forcing him into the labor 
market is to be avoided. Perishables See | be s upported I 
subs) clies to the pre lucer and allow the market price to seek its own 
le ve A separate pl il for each product will result in making a polit 
ical ‘ae of the American farmer. Playing one group against 
the other will hot benefit anyone in the long rub: not even the con 
sumer. Acreage allotments and marketing quotas are still the only 
workable way of controlling production. 


\ 

We would like to see an investigation into the profit margins in the 
beef business. While cattle bien have peeh Goin? broke, pret ‘k rs ana 
other middle men have pros} ered immensely. Noth he should be done 
to hamper in any way our farmer and e umer co-ops in then iob of 
controlling iit nopolies. Pir ference sho | be vivel to these hh buy 


ing electricity from all Government projects. Where the best interests 
of thi people are concerned Government should continue in the build 
ing of dams for power and for irrigation. 

Che Cuarman. Thank you, Mr. O'Connor. 

Next is Mr. Wallace Yust, to be followed by Mr. Dave Karnowski of 
Kimmet. Kan 


STATEMENT OF WALLACE YUST, OF SYLVIA, KANS. 


Mr. Y usr. Honoral le ¢ oOnvressmelbl, | come trom Reno County. 
central Kansas. ] represent a cross section of the 3.500 farmers of 
this county which primarily is a wheat- and cattle-raising county. 1 
am a farmer My self. 

Congressmen, this is truly democracy at work. First, I would like 
to state that we, as farmers’ union members, favor 100 percent of 


pal ity Ohah equalized basis for the things we sel] nud buy f the farme 


l I 
is to be given an equal ¢ ance at his fair share of the nati yal income 
We recommend at lea ee and ask that it be extended 
to all farm product ° This would greatly decrease productio ol 
certain basic « a In Certain areas Which are not adapted as well Lo 
that Crop as anothe . but have turned. te production of that crop be 
cause the crop they have be NH produ Ing is hot UpPpo rt «| al ad co) 

sequently does not net them nearly as much. We also ask that the 
present loan system for farm products be retained. It serves as one 


1 


of the best stabilizers for farm markets 1) em ne the olut off the 


market at harvest time which so severe] de presses the market price 
We are against flexible price supports. A faip fixed price support 


j the only protection a farmer has avalhst thie ost of f{ Whine ind all} 
the commoditi . he ust buy 1) his busin SS. We f: Vor an allotme nt 


set up ola bushel basis rather than on an acreage 1) is. That Is Thre 
only way to control ~ surplus effectively. We know that it would 
be much more diflieult » administer this, but know it is possibl 
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We favor payment for foreign military installations in surplus farm 
products at lower than prevailing market price, if necessary, the 
difference to be absorbed by the Government if necessary. We know 


that surplus food can be as effective a weapon in war and in promoting 
world Pp th re is. 
: P ] 
li ce ( ( . we are not asking to be a tavored group but as a 
pas vice f economics I know the basis of any ce untry s economy 
is agriculture. Give her a healthy agricultural economy and the re- 


mainder of her great economy will be in a similar status. We know 
t takes a lot of tax money to finance a farm program suc has we have, 
and we know that it would be Impossible to have such a farm pro- 
vram W out tax dollars. But where better, gentlemen, could tax 
money be spent than as the basis of our national economy and in keep- 


We Ol Ix : Hon : ( | fford Hope and fellow committeemen, are 


look ae | Ve ( to |e id the Way In Giving the farmer a fair share 
e national income. Thank you. 

Phe Cramman. Next will be Mr. Dave Karnowski, of Emmet, 
IK . to be fe llowed by Bill Lance. 


STATEMENT OF DAVE KARNOWSKI, OF EMMET, KANS. 


Mr. Karnowskt. Mr. Chairman and members of the House Agri- 
culture Committee, I am David Karnowski from Emmet, Kans. This 
community is located about 40 miles northwest of ‘Topeka, Kans. I 
own and operate a 640-acre farm which I bought since returning from 

he service in 1946. My farming operations consist of growing wheat, 


corn, soybeans, and alfalfa plus wintering around 200 head of calves. 


It is bel ed that we hould have 100 percent of parity wiecbecljenge soe 

"\ mtrolled production, if necessary. The following are a few 
reasol or t kind of reasoning. We learned the od wav back 
n the 1930's 1 veut low pri es Tor | Vestor kk did not cliscourage produc- 
on. Neither will sliding-scale formula. And who needs price sup- 
ports of 90 to 100 percent of parity when meat Is scarce’ So what 
} } | 1 ] Q- r } ] ] . . : 

was done back in the thirties? The very local thing—needs support 
pl of 90 to 100 pe reent parity a meat is scarce. The produc- 
‘ om ced thr mmea ndus rv doe when the Ss ipply Is greater 


than demand. Now we don’t want tokill little pigs and COWS, Neither 
oht in the same situation as in the 1940’s, a large 
population and not enough meat to eat. If we are going to make 
| 


do we want to be caus 


ee irce so that the prices will go sky high, — consumers will 
inable to buy our meat. The USDA beef and gravy buying program 
did not help the livestock man that was in the saan. It sold him 


out at a bankka apt price. 

I hbeheve > we hou I | compromise with our over: all police: V. Suppo rt 
livestock at all times at 100 percent of parity, maintain enough meat 
producing livestock in reserve to allow for a national emergency or 
droughts and above all, to protect the consumer from nveltblelve 
prices due to searcities. We have heard a lot about expanding our 
world markets. If this can be done we can still produce accordingly. 
But there must be a media of control so as to insure some security to 
the livestock business. It takes several years to produce our ‘end 
product, namely meat. That is why we need the forward pricing by 
support prices to determine if the e nterprise is profitable. Any sound 
yusinessman has to do this. 
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I cannot see why we should push another million farmers off the 
farm by dropping price supports or advocating 90 percent of parity 
or the sliding scale parity. Should the farmer be kept from 10 percent 
to 25 percent poorer than people in other occupations? We should all 
naan that parity is figured on the basis of what we pay for sup- 
plies that we buy. If industrial goods are reduced in price then our 
prices to consumers would drop accordingly. 

I thank you. 

The CHatrman. Thank you. We will now hear from Mr. Bill 
Lance, of Perryton, Tex. 


TATEMENT OF BILL LANCE, OF PERRYTON, TEX. 


Mr. Lance. Mr. Chairman and members of the House Agriculture 
Committee, I don’t really have to apologize for receiving 90 percent 
of parity. There has been a lot of gloom spread here today, but 
to me prices on wheat, if I could raise it, are still good. I happen to 
represent a county which three times during the 1940’s produced 1 
percent of all the hard winter wheat grown in the United States. That 
county is 30 miles square. We produced three times in the forties over 
10 million bushels of wheat. 

I am a wheat grower. That is all I have any interest in. Prices 
during 1947 were too high. At that time I bought a Hayes model L 
tractor and paid for it in wheat, 844 bushels. That was too little 
wheat to pay for a good tractor. I realize that my wheat was worth 
too much money at that time. I think today wheat at parity is about 
$2.14. To me that is plenty for wheat. 

However, on the new farm program I don’t know what the two- 
price system is, I guess. I always plant 40 bushels of wheat to the 
acre. Very seldom harvest that much. But I generally plant that 
much. You know what I mean. You have farmed in western Kansas. 
The two-price system to me, as far as I have heard about it, will ruin 
the man who is banking on next year’s wheat crop. I may be wrong 
about it. 

At several meetings that our farmers have had—we have a wheat 
grower’s association in the county—a member of the Texas Wheat 
Growers Association and also the National Wheat Growers Associa- 
tion—our farmers have opposed the two-price system at every meeting 
that we have had. Ninety-eight percent of our farmers voted in favor 
of marking quotas and acreage controls. 

We would also, I think, if there had been any other question about 
it, we would have voted the same way. We believe that the United 
States Department of Agriculture might do well to study a different 
method of grading wheat instead of a test weight, to use a baking 
quality. After all, that is what the mills buy wheat on, the baking 
quality. We just visited the Union Bakery and found out that every 
time they have a bin of wheat that is higher than 80 percent quality 
baking wheat to make the flour that is necessary for the bakeries, th: at 
they get a pre mium on that particular wheat. I didn’t coin this phrase 
but I think in Texas we like to be rugged individualists, but I don’t 
believe we would like to be ragged individualists. 

[ appreciate this opportunity of giving our views in a wheat country 
and strictly a wheat country. ‘Thank you. 
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The Cratmman. The next witness is Paul Zimmerman, of Belle 
Plains, Kans., to be followed by H. H. Zimmerman, also of Belle 


STATEMENT OF PAUL ZIMMERMAN, OF BELLE PLAINS, KANS. 


Mi > UL ZIMMERMAN. Mr. ( urman and ventlemen of the House 
Lo ture Committee, Iam a farmer from Sumner County, the ban 
t county in Kansas. I raise mostly wheat, and have a cow 
d. 1 feel that price support on American farm products 
nt of parity an economic necessity. It eives the farmer 
at equality in returns for his labor and products. 
Seventy percent of America’s labor force is used in processing farm 
l \ terials, so there i definite fixed relations] » between the pros 


perity of the farmer and the prosperity of the Nation, consequently a 


dec ( <P OF Ss] hn @Tross farm income results in a decrease or S34 Inna 





yal income. In 1952. farm income in relation to national income 
reached its lowest point in history, lower even than 1932—oper 
atine costs almost six times as high. Kifteen percent of the Nation’s 
population are farmers. Their share in 1953 of national income is 6 
Heres Would anyone fee! that the men of the soil are getting more 
tha they deserve / The last cd pression cost the Government about 
S500 billion—that would pay the farm subsidy program for 100 
percent of paritv on everyth Oo they produce for 50 vears. In kee » 
ne farm neome in economic balance with the national income would 
stop t recession. Besides, we had a promise of 100 percent of parity 
rr this administration. 
The family-sized farm should be shown a definite consideration in 
planni o th s program I feel that he is the backbone of acriculture 
5s where he makes I home and living. There should be no 
restrictio on the home or first quarter « f Jand he farms—these so 
cailed urpl ‘Ss are not created by him. 
The larger operator would have to work under some restrictions 
PODADT led down in proportion to the quarters he farms under 
form of unit system. I don’t believe in making farm products scarce 
to keep prices hig l. especially l penalizing the ope rator on his base 
nits from which he does most of his bun ne of n aterial products for 


his standard of living. To even consider 75 percent of parity or 
ding-scale base for farm products or deliberately lowermg farm 


()] CLO \ make ense, a all lepressions have stadted with FY] 

eak in farm prices 

We need a better system of distribution of our farm prodcts ovei 
the world. Raise the limit of the reserves for wheat in the United 
States from this old 1938 pe t of 850 million bushels because of the 

ro ( populat t htteen veal 

T) k vo 


We will next hear fron Mr. H. H. Zimmerman, of Belle Plains 


STATEMENT OF H. H. ZIMMERMAN, OF BELLE PLAINS, KANS. 


Mr. H. H. Zimmerman. Chairman Hope and members of the com 


mittee: The farm policy forum at Kansas State College unanimously 
tls eed that ivi culture sho ld be on the sie eco) omic plane “as lab l 
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und industry and that agriculture does 1 ive the power mn the 
market place equal to that of labor and ind ry. ‘The first 1s based 


upon the well-established I 


a 


needs of people: food, fiber. and shelter, and also provides othe 
seoments of society with manpower of his iracter and ai trial 
and social fitne Aoricultural producti d the processing of its 
products provides employment for 70 per of the labor force nu 


the United State 





vert { rt 
perce ot 

mare. it 

l As il) 

hi! t< 

! 10Q pe 
ra reto 

! s find 
© \ Mi elehbor was buy yr milk and I wa elling 


1 { t il | ior eae wihel mel hant were charg er 6 cents 
| bought from bot 

If whe farnie vel 1} e full parit eat the price would 
to b lof $ \ Ing to rmation furnished me 

\\ ! | t l ) ot { ! L ye i 1ont ¢ read 

tyre ce { 1} price of su rn it ore ap Oe I ( ! 
but mwoducer received no benefit. A beef animal that Lc rt 
ell for more than $65 dressed out 400 pounds for home use, making 
the meat cost about 40 percent of similar meat at the retail store. 

fndustry and labor have developed their power n the market place 
through organization to the point of effective controls of productio 
prices, wages, and buving power. Such organization is neither prac 
tienl for AGTIC ilture nor de irable for the populace as a Wwhote for it 
could become strangulatory and abusive—much more so than organ 


iZatio) controls 7 labor and industry. Th only other method ob 
taining power in the market so far discovered is through Government 


ontrols or res ulation S. Thi is both Dy! retical and de ivrable. ly 


cx 

qusti and labor have demonstrated that each group is selfish and 
disregards the welfare of others and the rest of society not directh 
nvolved has found it necessary to assert its riohts Ly intervention 
hada a tance hn sett i” dispute throug (vove} er Lorene 

Furth nore the Governme) > the only agency re ponsil for 
the casualties « thes truggles—the un nple ved t aestitut Ol! 
fhaat has the power through taxation TO req stribi Te wealt] to the 
enefit of al lof its people. This would not be necessary if all loved 
the) ‘nelohbor as themselve But | revious ¢ vil} if ons have den on 
strated that their streneth was proportion i to the strength of its 
ericulture No CIN lization has collapsed ind disappeared while it 
oriculture was strong nor has any long survived when its agriculture 
had been impover} hed by its other seame iTS, These history ] fact 
o1lve \ eioht to the idea ft] it there isa relationship between agricultural 
come and total income of probably o te eVen, We uld it not 
at 11 tifinble to tax the no) oT iti | portio of ou N tre t holstey 
the agricultural income if each do lave ed would cenerate a ge” , 


ry { 
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crease in total income? Such a proposition deserves study and ex- 
ploration. 

I am strong for a marketing system that will give the farmer 
full parity but ntil such market 1s developed I am convinced that 
supports high enough to provide such parity of income is necessary 
and beneficial to all of our economy. Since to date surpluses appear 
to become burdensome as well as a marketing and international prob- 
lem and industry maintains price by reduction in production, I accept 
marketing quotas as inescapable. But I see a real advantage to the 
national eco iomy 1m administering ere on the unit basis rather 
thar the pei entage ba E It is the basic ‘ portion of personal income 
that needs to be sufficient to wn the American standard of living 


and it is this same pe ortion tha provides the buying power for the 
products of labor and ind ae It is better to share jobs and business 
ind farming opportunities with the unemployed than to keep them 
1eness, If left destitute cons imption will decrease and create 
surpluses 
Farmers are great consumers because they have never had adequate 
buildings and conveniences and their operational equipment depre- 
ates rapidly because it cannot be properly protected from dust and 
mud whil nh operation. Co a e] nt high farm income provides 
high consumption of the products abor and industry, full employ- 


ment and high national income. 

‘J han Ik Vol l. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. The next witness is Mr. William 
Dolezal, who will be followed by Mr. Delbert Hern, of Enid. 


} 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM DOLEZAL, VICE PRESIDENT, OKLAHOMA 
FARMERS UNION 


Mr. Dotrzar, Chairman Hope, I have no prepared notes. I am 
just going to speak from my own records as to what I think we need 
asa farm program. I keep, as every farmer, a yearly record of my 
own business transactions. 2 lave this to say in remarking from those 
records: It was during the years that I got full parity for everything 
that I had to sell across the oe d that I was able to make some head- 
way in my farm operations. It was only during those years that I 
was able to pure hase the conveniences for my family that I feel we 


were justified 1 havi ne. Through th e years my wife and | sacrificed 
tremendously in trying to meet our obligations in order that we might 


pas our b lls as we fO alo iw. While [ was vetting LOO percent of 
parity I was able to do that. 

I} last Vvear when pal Ly fel] below LOO pereent, considerably, I 
am running way behind in the red in all my transactions. I farm a 
farm In Car adian Co Inty, a diver ified operation, livestock, alfalfa, 

tle, hay, some wheat, and some corn. I felt all through the years 
that I could rely on one or the other in coming out. But I find out 
that th Ss year, W th the low pl ce of cattle, th: at all my feed oper: itions. 
Iam just going in the red on it, on alfalfa, hay, corn and such as that 
that I raise in the Wa of feed Operations, [ am strongly in favor of 
100 bs recent parity support prices on everything across the board if 
W ng 

"Thank 


ou very much. 








LONG RANGE FARM PROGRAM 9995 
The CHatrMAn, The next witness is Mr. Delbert Hern of Enid, to 
be followed by Mr. Floyd King of Anadarko, Okla. 


STATEMENT OF DELBERT HERN, OF ENID, OKLA. 


Mr. Hern. Chairman Hope and members of the congressional com- 
mittee, I certainly appreciate this privilege of coming before you as 
individuals to e xpress our exper lences and to give you what advice we 
can from those experiences 1 farming in the past few years. 

L w: is born and raised on a farm southwest of Enid. It has been 
my principal — all my life. I started farming in 1928, I 
harve a the t crop 1 in 1929. Of course, we had some very un- 
favorable aucuie through the early thirties. There are some 
things that I wonder about. People call the supp ort price high and 
rigid at times in speaking of parity. As an individual farmer I can’t 
understand parity as oeing rigid when it is based on things that we 
have to buy, and the commodities we use and buy are free to fluctuate, 
and parity is refigured periodically to conform. So I think that 
parity should not be considered rigid for that reason. I don’t think 
that parity should be considered high because it is the price that we 
should receive compared to the commodities we have to buy. 1 think 
that the biggest argument for parity is the fact that it is biblical. We 
are told in the good book that we shall receive in the measure that we 
give. So I think that parity is not overgiving, but I think it ap 
proaches and is what we should receive. 

Another thine that seems odd to me in considering government 
programs and price eo is the fact that we so often speak of 
acreage reduction as government control. Really, it does have the 
aspects of government Samia but in actuali ty it is the only means by 
which we farmers can ¢ “ooperate as individu: ils and have a set of rules 
that we w e = follow so that we can accomplish some objective. It 
seems that we have a great trend to reduce various ap propriations in 
the caliandl idl: which is commendable in the way of economies. 
However, I think that we could expect in a growing economy such as 
the United States has here, as our population increases, larger budget 
commitments from year to year to take care of all the essentials that 
have been spoken of herebefore today such as soil erosion and the like. 

In the farming experience down through the years, through good 
prices and poor prices, there is another feature of farming that is 
very important and that is the financing of it. I think the Govern- 
ment should be commended for its support of the production credit 
associations throughout the country. They have been my salvation 
and many of mv neighbors’ salvation. Government = sored orde ‘TS 
of that kind are started by the Government and then they furnished 
their own capital mostly, and it has been a very commendable 
organization. 

L belong to two farm organizations, as so many of my other neigh 
bors do, and I find this: That they are not so far apart as far as 
Oklahoma is concerned. The Oklahoma Farm Bureau went on record 
overwhelmingly for 90 percent of parity and the Farmers Union has 
been asking for 90 percent of parity all through the years and lately 
for 100 percent of parity. 

I wish to recommend as far as my experience has been, that 100 
percent of parity is cert: inks not too much and it is a very equitable 
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thing for us to work for. I would like to see the laboring man—let’s 
that the cornerstone of our entire national economy—parity for 

| ink you 
Mr. Poace. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the chairman would indulge 
e to point out that since the witness has just sug@ested that there 
is some biblical allusion to parity, or connection, that we have long 
r nized that many of the farmers must depend upon faith, “Hope” 


The CHairman. The xt witness is Mr. Floyd King, Anadarko. 
Qk .to be followed bv Tim H. Bla e\ of Lovell, Okla. 


STATEMENT OF FLOYD KING, OF ANADARKO, OKLA. 


Mr. Kine. Gentlemen, [T am the chairman of the PMA committe 
Caddo Samat. We have some 5,000 farms in Caddo County. 

in relation first to the cotton and the method in which it was put out 
( l acres, we have in that county an allotment of 50,161 acres. 

We have 3.400 farms and the basis on which this allotment was put 
na cultivated land basis. As a result of that 


Vou KNOW, Was ¢ 

met] we have 1,100 farms out of that 3400 farms that did not 
one stalk of cotton in 1953. Those 1,100 farms make up the 
total of 11.452 acres allotted cotton. They did not plant cotton in 1953, 

he cure for that: We need a new law or some amendment to the 
present law that will do this one thin o- = it on a historical basis 
first, i poss ble. If no historical basis any increase that we get 
re dless of how much, should be put to the d ISpPos al of the county 
committee to be placed on the Tarms that need the allotment. And 
f we can do that we need al other feature addec il release and reap 


ortionment feature added so that it ean be et at a State level, 

a county level, and at the individual farm level. An individual farm 
‘ Il not complete the picture. You will still have inequality. 
You need it at the State, « Unt Y and inci idual farm level. 

] 1 reg ird to the upstream flood control, I am speaking primarily 
or the farmers of the com t\ und mvself because as chairman of that 
committee I know what the consensus and the attitude of the farmers 


i that county are. There are 5.000 farms. They want upstream flood 

ontrol. Phe defir tely want upstream flood control. 
Phere is one thing that pel laps doesn't involve a lot of the other 
es 1 { it is istor bea ; In 1951 we had 100 acres of castor 


at 12 cents. In 1952 thev lowered the price to 10 cents but they 


larged the program. We had 6.000 acres. In 1953 thes dropped it 
QO: I ae isked tora more al we raised 1f 5.000 acres. hi 
t they have set the ] it 6 cent (we will have again 40 
stead of Lo.Qoo, 
In addition to all of that we are putting allotments on cotton, we 
re putting allotments on peanuts, we are putting it on wheat. The 
ra definitely are in favor of 9 percent of parity, and regardless 
of what any farm organization says in that county, what farm organ- 
ZAtye t is, the farmers in that co inty are for 90 percent parity. the 
ay ve farme} As far : esearch 1s concerned, it is fine. ‘Keep 
C going. I Ss Food, As far asthe pig? rice Is concerned, they want 
9) percent. However, they realize tha theta Ms mtesens eh pati 
for all eattle there will be classi Gina Aieienand os dndh, 
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If we cannot get 90 percent of parity then let the money that is 


going for the beef-buying program revert to the farmer down on the 
grassroots. Bushels per acre will not suffice for a reage because If 
will destroy the initiative for soil buildin Y” and thereby decrease the 
program that we have worked so } ech to get the ACP pri Tr 


oO oram. he 


LCP program is fine, it is good. Keep it, enlarge 


Any practices that are put forth by the county e Inmiuttees a Lar 
as this ACP p ogram 1s not the de on ot he farn ‘Ss themsetve 
Any organization that recommends it is not recommending that in 
. havor ol the people who are dow} t the era sroots and are actually 
members of them. ] might ad there that a lot of OrennizZations that 
are recommending these th hg ire { u lly representing the 


average farmer. 
I can talk for 2 hours but T haven’t the time. Thank vou. 
The CHamman. Thanl 13] 


"- 
a 
~— 
— 

= 


STATEMENT OF TIM H. BLANEY, OF LOVELL, OKLA. 


Mr. Braney. Chairman Hope, and mem! of the House Agricul- 


ture Committee, I own and reside on 200 acres of land. I will go 
alone with the idea of soil conservation and I also believe in farmers 
CO-ODs.,. | uiso believe t| ta hnatiol I hel il} population In the 
near future will take care of the situatio fF overproducti 


: { 1 . ¥ Re ] 
Anv sensible constructive farm program brought into effect by the 





33d Congress should first of all evant back to the farmers the rights 
of individual responsibilitv in the ma vement of their own iairs 
In earning a livelihood from the oil. This in complete ag! ment 
with the sound principles written into the Constitution by our fore 
fathers limiting government and granting individual responsibility 
to eac] pe “On TO con pletel put le hi WAV of} life and livelihood 
so long as he did not interfere with the same rights of other 

Of course this is In direct opposition t {| Col pt of the bureau 
cratic welfare state to manage the affairs of the farmer as well as all 
other segments of our economy o} he 7 ds that our problems 
have grown more complex as our country has grown and that the 


rights of individual responsibility and personal freedom to manage 

one’s own atlairs must be subordinated to bureaucratic control in order 

to bring about prosperity to all regardless of capabilities or personal 
efforts. 

’ I realize there are many farmers who believe the Government should 
further subsidize and strenethen bureaucratic control over the farmers 
on the erounds the Government ibsidiz Ss other industries and there 
fore should support basic farm commodities including cattle at 90 
or LOO percent of parity and the gel eral taxpaying public pe made 
to pay the bill. 

Karl Marx in his Communist Manifesto in 1848 stated: “Govern- 
ment should take from each according to his abilities and cive to each 
according to his needs.” This of course to be ae omplished by exces- 
sive taxation of those who produce the most during the transition 
period from individual ownership to Government ownership. 

Reports released by the Committee on Un-American Activities 
reveal beyond doubt that in the early 1930’s there were several depart- 
mental functionaries helping organize the AAA who were nothing 


less than Communist rats. These men were Lee Pressmen., Assistant 
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General Counsel for the AAA; Nathan Witt, on the staff of AAA; 
John Abt, attorney for AAA. Alger Hiss and Charles Kramer were 
also on the AAA staff. They must have had a lot of influence in 
bringing about the bureaucratic control that still shackles the 
American farmer. 

We all know the high price support system has resulted in a vast 
overproduction of basic farm commodities with the unresolved prob- 
lem of how to dlispose of them. The Government has wasted billions 
of dollars on this plan and in turn the taxpaying public has had to 
foot the bill. 

Every farmer knows he can raise as much wheat or cotton on 30 per- 
cent less acreage by the simple method of better soil preparation and 
increasing the amount of fertilizer. This results in further decreased 
ve allotments and will decrease the farmer’s income regardless 
of high price supports. I reject the whole idea of controls and price 
supports for the farmer as unworkable. 

The Government should withdraw and allow the farmers to resolve 
their own problems according to their abilities and the amount of work 
they want to put into their efforts to earn a living from the soil. 

The Cratrman. We thank you very much. Your complete state- 
ment may be filed and will go in the record. 

(The documents are as follows :) 


acrea 


LOVELL, OKLA., September 22, 1952. 
Senator MIKE MONRONEY, 
Washington, D.C. 


DrAR SENATOR MONRONEY: As I am presently engaged in the business of farm- 
ing, I am deeply concerned about the development of the present administration 
into a vast tyrannical bureaucracy. 

Statistics reveal our Nation has the astronomical debt of approximately $263 
billion and furthermore this bureaucratic administration, for the year 1952, 
has spent several billion dollars more than taxes collected for the same period. 

Of course I realize the sale of bonds by this bureaucratic Government to make 
up the difference between taxes collected and money spent cheapens the few dol- 
lars I may have laid up for a rainy day—the true cause of inflation, if you 
please 

Now as a farmer I am also concerned about the expenditures of PMA. Rec- 
ords show that the Government, in 1952, has disbursed through this bureau to 
the farmers of the various States, $1,042 million, and for next year this bureau 
intends to disburse $1,804 million. 

To prove to you that the American farmers, to a very great extent, through 
PMA control, have lost their sacred freedom to farm their own land as they see 
fit, I cite to you the case of Frank Turner of McAlester, Okla., who raised 36 
bushels of peanuts and fed them to his hogs. This man was fined $309.10 by 
the PMA. The charge in United States district court was that Mr. Turner had 
failed to follow procedure outlined by PMA. 

[ask you Mr. Monroney, “How would you feel if you were in this man’s shoes?” 

Please tell me: Are you striving in Washington for a bureaucratic planned 
economy, whereby all citizens become serfs of the Government? Do you really 
think we are not drifting into a despotic form of government? 

The case of Mr. Turner is not an isolated incident of tyranny. Proof can be 
furnished of many cases where the farmer’s rights to run their own businesses 
were interferred with by the PMA. 

The revelations by the various investigating committees concerning depart- 
mental corruption and the proof found of Communist infiltration in Federal 
Government and the fact that men, high in the administration, tried to hide 
these facts is revolting to every decent, patriotic citizen. 

On November 4 I certainly will consider the welfare of my country above 
party affiliation so I shall vote Republican and I shall do everything in my power 
to assist in electing a Republican administration as I well know the election 
will result in 1 of 2 conditions: (1) In event of victory by the Democratic Party, 
an expansion of a vast bureaucratic government resulting in complete regi- 
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mentation of each individual—which is nothing less than slavery. (2) In event 
of a Republican victory—freedom for the individual to run his own business 
as he sees fit and to completely pursue his way of life so long as he does not 
infringe on the rights of others. 

Someone once spoke a great truth, “Resistance to tyranny is obedience to 
God.” 

Sincerely yours, 
Tim H. BLANEY. 


LOVELL, OKLA., January 1, 1954. 
Congressman Tom STKEpD, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Steep: As a responsible. patriotie citizen of these United States I 
find myself deeply concerned about the progress of Communism in our Govern- 
ment by Fabian means. 

Reports released by the Committee on Un-American Activities of the United 
States House of Representatives reveal the extent that Communists had infil 
trated the various departments of Government and the tragic influence they 
were able to use in bringing about a partial state of Marxism in our country 
during the New Deal and Fair Deal administration. 

I find no consolation in the explanations of overeducated crackpots who say 
a bureaucratic welfare state had to be constructed in these United States to 
protect us from communism and that individuals should be willing to give up 
their liberties and allow the bureaucrats to plan their lives. 

Anyone who supports the idea of the welfare state (via bureaucratie controlled 
economy) should make a serious study of the system of thought developed by 
Karl Marx regarding government for the masses 

What has happened to the Constitution brought into effect by our forefathers 
that limited government and granted individual responsibility to each person 
to pursue their way of life and livelihood so long as they did not interfere 
with the rights of others? 

The committee reports reveal the presence of several Communist rats in 
responsible positions in the Agriculture Adjustment Administration during the 
early part of the New Deal. These rats—Alger Hiss, Nathan Witt, John Abt, 
and Charles Cramer—without any doubt had a great influence in selling the idea 
of the AAA to gullible farmers and forcing it down the throats of others who 
only wanted to be left alone to manage their own farm affairs. 

Of course as a farmer the bureaucrats who run my affairs have left me the 
liberty to pay the taxes on the farm I have worked so hard to pay for so 
that I could provide my own security in old age. 

A certain farm organization is now busily engaged in a propaganda program 
calculated to further subsidize and strengthen bureaucratic control over the 
farming element of our economy. They claim the Government subsidizes other 
segments of our economy and therefore should subsidize the farmer. This 
parrots the doctrine of Karl Marx that the state should “take from each accord- 
ing to his abilities” and give ‘to each according to his needs.” This, to be done 
of course by excessive taxation of those who really produce. 

Your views concerning government by bureaucracy as opposed to a limited 
government established by our forefathers will be appreciated 

It is time for everyone to stand up and be counted. 

Yours truly, 





Tim H. BLANEY. 


The CuHatrmMan. The next witness is Mr. David Foster. 
STATEMENT OF DAVID FOSTER, OF KINGFISHER, OKLA. 


Mr. Fosrer. Mr. Chairman and members of the House Agricul- 
ture Committee, my name is David Foster. I live in Kingfisher 
County. I came from a family of pioneers. My folks homesteaded 
in 1889 and I reside on that farm about 40 miles south on the Cimar- 
ron River. In 1920 and 1921 I went to A. and M. College. In 1921 
we were harvesting wheat and if you folks remember the economy 
of farmers then that was when the big tumble came. Dad said: “You 
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STATEMENT OF NEAL LeFLORES, OF CHECOTAH, OKLA. 
Mr. LeFuorrs. Chairman Hope, Carl Albert from southeastern 
Ok] oO ke @ d other col m ttee members of the Aoriculture Commit- 
tee: This is off the cuff. I was born and raised on a farm, have been 


working with agriculture boys and farmers for the past twenty-some- 
odd year I am here today because four farmers brought me up here 
and wanted me to express some of their opimions., I want to face it in 
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a little different light from what has been present here today. First, 
I want to state that we are for 100 percent parity in our cou y in 
southeastern Oklahoma. Why are we for 100 percent of parity? 
First, as we look at it, farmers cannot help themselves unless they 
receive a fair living. The most essential thing in life, first. is food 
for the belly. 

After you receive food and shelter and a few of the necessities of 
pleasure in life, then the farmer will help himself in regard to pro 
tecting our most vital resources, the soil. ‘Until he has received a fair 


wage he will not take care of our vital resource, the soll It will be 


he has a fair price to do it with. 


; Deka pana : ‘ ; 
depleted and let go because he will not be interested in the soil until 






To continue with this: We have experienced the erodine of ow a4 I. 
the wasting of our natural resources, in past year We are being con 
fronted by a very increasing population, vy ir by vear. with a deer 
in farmers. ‘Today our populatio mounting rapidly It 
thought as to how we are volng to teed t se peop 1 Tire future, i 
‘ depleted pre ductive I. It the farmer rect \ a fair parit . 
he will use the improved practices of fertilizing, he will also build h 
terraces, make his outlets. return and build up his pastures, increase the 
value of his home, and save our soil for the future generations of om 
children coming on. It will be such that in the future, 10, 15, and 25 
years from now we can still produ enough Te od to feed our ever 


increasing population. 
If nothing is done to create an interest by the farmer, by giving him 

the wherewith to make improvements on the soil, we mav find om 

selves fac Ing a situation as ancient Mayans did when their thor 


of subjects were eventually wiped from the earth by erosion. W 


might also come up as our Chinese people have, with a very much 
depleted soll, with the thousands of subjects huddled in the Vel 


valleys barely having existence, with some of them going 
With that thought in mind, and with you thinking on down the line in 
the future, | would like for you to consider the fact that the farmer 


needs fair parity in order for him to continue to help himself and help 


mnery 


the future generations by taking care of our heritage that we have 
today, our natural resources 

I thank you and consider this very much of a privilege to be before 
the committee from Congress in behalf of agriculture, and it is in 
your hands to help the agriculture men which are not organized as 
well as some other industries. I think you. 

The CuamrmMan. Thank you. 

Following Mr. Thorn the next witness will be Mr. J. E. Cumbey, of 


Mounds, Okla. 
STATEMENT OF OTIS THORN, OF MAUDE, OKLA. 


Mr. Tuorn. Mr. Chairman, it is indeed an honor for me to be 
here before your Agriculture Committee. I am a farmer and live 
on the farm and have no other form of livelihood except on the farm. 
I have been a member of the PMA county committee for a number of 
years, also a supervisor in our SCS district. I would like to urge 
that you increase upstream conservation appropriations to build re- 
tention dams and those ACP practices that are permanent that hold 
the water where it falls. I also would like to urge that you go along 
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with the 90 percent parity or even 100 percent if it was possible. I 
am a Farm Bureau member but I don’t go along with the sliding 
scale because I don’t think any farmer can live on 60 or 75 percent 
of parity. On our cotton, we would like that you give us the relief 
and reapportionment gadget that is on peanuts, if possible. In our 
county we could correct a lot of mistakes or inconveniences to the 
rt if we only had that gadget in there to accomplish that part 
of 1 On our cattle prices maybe this thing that Secretary Benson 
gave ‘to buying cattle, maybe that worked. I am a cattle farmer and 
I didn’t feel it very much. Prices are a little better now. If that 
will help us, let’s increase it considerably because it hasn’t accom- 
plished what we had hoped for. 

The Cyaan. Thank you, Mr. Thorn. The next witness is Mr. 
J. E. Cumbey. 

Is Mr. Cumbey present? If not, we will hear from Mr. O. W. 
Forrest, of Mounds, Okla. 

Is Mr. Forrest present? If not, we will hear from Mr. Gene F. 
Sivador, of Mounds. Is he present ¢ The next on our list is Mr. 
Calvin Fryman, of Oklahoma City. 


STATEMENT OF CALVIN FRYMAN, OF OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


Mr. Fryman. Mr. Chairman and fellow members of the commit- 
tee: Tama packinghouse worker. I work at Armour & Co. in Okla- 
homa City. If the farmers of the State of Oklahoma and surround- 
ing territory produce products for us to process, and cannot make a 
fair income on their produce ts, then the y are going to cut down aA 
cut us out of work. Our people depend on the farmer to produce 
meat products for us to process. The farmer must have a fair income 
to produce, to give us wages to buy other products, which is a fair 
merry-go-round. We produce the meat, the automobile worker buys 
the meat and the other people over the world buy the meat, eat it, 
a duce other rt they produce stuff for the farmer to buy, and 
if he doesn’t make it he can’t buy the stuff that they produce and it 
kill it from start to > finish 

There has never been an overproduction of food or anything else 
in my estimation in this country, only an underconsumption. You 
give the farmer gs money and he will buy supplies to take care of 
his farm, build it up, build his homes, furnish them. You give the 
laborer the same sere and he will do the same for his home. Soa 
fair parity, a fair return for his work and his money is all the farmer 
asks. It is all labor and anyone else—anything that helps the grass- 
roots farmer he Ips labor and anything that helps labor helps business. 
All any of us ask is a fair return for what we produce and what we 
have to aaa for. 

We thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you. This completes the list that the Chair 
has before him, There have been a few who have not responded when 
their names were called. If there are any present who turned their 
names in and asked to be heard and who have not been called, or who 
were not present when their names were called, we will be glad to 
hear from them at this time. 

Mr. Haminron. Iam Pat Hamilton. 

The Cuarrman. We will recognize you for 4 minutes just the same 
as we have other witnesses. 


a at Nl Rin 
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STATEMENT OF PAT HAMILTON, OF WOODWARD, OKLA. 


Mr. Hamirron. I turned my name in to the gentleman over here. 

During the depression I owed more mone y at the bank in Oklahoma 
City than I an pay, but the bank st: ived right on with me and I 
walked in there one morning and there was a line up between me and 
this fellow that I got my money from. I wanted several thousand 
dollars. I bought some cattle and gave a check on it. He didn’t know 
nothing about it. I didn’t ask him because I was afraid if I called 
him he would turn it down to start with. So I stepped up in line 
and a nice dressed-up fellow with a bouquet in his pocket stepped ahead 
ofme. Well, I come pretty near hitting him. I thought that wouldn’t 
do. I will see what that nice dressed-up fellow was going to do. I 
had on my ducking boots. He twisted around there and sat down with 
this old boy and wanted to borrow $500. He turned him down. He 
argued right smart and got up and walked out. 

That fellow couldn’t get $500. I thought he was president of one 
of the banks around here. I went in and said: “I need about $10,400. 
I bought a bunch of cattle.” He said: “Okay.” I said: *Why didn’t 
you let that other fellow get that bunch of money?” He said: “You 
will work it out. I don’t know if he will.” 

We come in for parity on these cattle. You heard stories down 
the line. You will hear more. These cattle are already classified so 
that you can have parity on these cattle. The steers are classified, the 
cows are Classified, the calves, everything is classified. That thing is 
all done. If you don’t think so take the county sales and go down 
there with a load of cattle and see if they are not classified when they 
get done bidding on that cattle. Here 1s another idea. We want 90 
percent of parity. There is a “banger” sitting in this audience or was 
sitting in this audience. If they have something under those cattle 
that the vy were worth, say 1 2 cents a pound on an old cow that would 
weigh 800, that is around $90. If the vy knew that cow was worth $90 
they could loan you what you should borrow on that cow and if you 
were behind they might let you dag n up to $90. That “banger” is 

gambling just like the c ‘owboy, a feeder or a man who raises cattle. 
Th: at is a gambling esnopoeltion, "Ten fellows don’t look like you ever 
played poker but if you ever played poker it is a mild game « ‘ompi ired 
to what the cattle business is, I will tell you. I have been in it all 
my life. 

‘Boys. my father went broke under McKinley. Under Cleveland 
he got hold of a lot of cattle because they weren’t worth nothing. He 
‘wound up in McKinley’s administration. By the time they got 
througeh that and up to Wilson mother had spent all that money. She 
passed over the river in the meantime. JI went broke in 1921 under 
Harding. Then I went broke again in 1929 and 1930 under Hoover. 
And I don’t want to go broke under Eisenhower because I have been 
here too long. 

You can put parity under these cattle; you can fix this if you want 
to fix it. I can take right here in this audience—most of them have 
left—I can pick 4 or 5 men and work out a program, no smarter than 
Jam. You boys can do it. I am going to say one more thing. I 
would be in favor of Mr. Hope taking Mr. Benson’s place, or any 
of you other fellows taking Mr. Benson's place. I would compromise 
on Carl Albert, the Democrat. 
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Mr. Bevcuer. If this is all the witnesses, I want to thank the 
House Committee on Agr culture for coming to Oklahoma to listen 
(oO you. I cx rtainly appreciate the fine Way in which you folks turned 
out and gave attention to the testimony that was given. 

I want to congratulate the witnesses on the method and way that 
they have testified in this hearing here today. I think this is one of 
the most orderly meetings that we have had any where in the country. 
[ an proud of all of you. 

The CuarrmMan. The following additional statements will be made 
a part of the record at this point: 

Statement of: Con Burgtorf, of Custer City, Okla.; Raymond Clay 
0], of Stafford ¢ ounty, Kans.: Joe S. Hill, of Hutchinson, Kans. : 
en Swigart, of Mooreland, Okla.; and A. P. Atkins, of Guymon, 
Ok! 


is 
(The statements are as follows:) 


] t llonorable Representat Hope and Fellow Representatives: 
I Con Buretorf. of Custer City. Ok of Custer County In this prepared 
statement I am represt ng the thinking of an individual farmer and cattleman, 
i ( l h eWs O! I he Ip 
sy ‘ } s te 0 is morning’s meeting, January 12, I 
‘ r sui n ow lind that we do ot need this continue 
Gove! ent pport hig parity on basic commodities and especially on 
eatt It has been my ¢ nti 111 along that you cannot hamper or throw 
the o law of supply and demand. We can’t continue to stockpile com 
mor nd der OO ¢ 100 percent parity If we have to still continue on 
Son rt of parit basis, let flexible price support rule, with the over excess 
uy ee world cle 
and I far a tot acreage of 1,200 acres. Also own a small herd of 
ré ed Angus catt We have found out long ago that rigid controls, price 
s and continued price supports are not in the best interest of our farm 
] Let's d thing to stop it 
J 
Respe \ 


Con BURGTORP. 


ToPEKA, KANSAS 

Myon s Raymond Clay | I live on a farm in Stafford count) I farm 
520 re My cas! op is wheat, I raise alfalfa, maise, and barley. I raise 
stoc ttle 

I ar or 100 percent of parit I call parity an equalization of the products 
that I buy and sell. I would like to have 100 percent of parity on all crops. 

I think that a guaranty on all farm commodities would let a farmer diversify 
his farming in this program instead of raising wheat which is price protected 


We could raise the crop best suited to our soil and climate. 


I would not like a farm program that would pay me a low price when I have 
a good crop and a high price when I have a crop failure 


GENTLEMEN: I wish to take this opportunity to state to you what the members 
of Riverside Farmers Union of Reno County, Kans., desire in farm legislation. 

We are for full parity, that parity being a modern formula taking into account 
modern costs. This would apply to perishables as well as the basic commodities. 
We are especially interested in the dairy products, since a number of our members 
have a large investment involved and we consider their products not in excess 
but directed in the wrong channels. When all children have all the milk they 
ean drink, then a surplus ean be considered. We would favor a direct payment 
to producers on perishable products. 

The products which we produce can contribute to our national welfare as 
well as our national defense if used in proper places. Those places should be 
found 

Sincerely, 
Jor 8. H111r, 
Legislative Director of Riverside Farmers Union. 
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STATEMENT OF BEN SwIGArt, MooreLanD, OKLA., CONSULTANT TO THE SECRETARY 


WHEAT PROGRAM 


Wheat, like many other farm commodities that are subsidized by the Federal 
Government, finds itself in the position of having heavy and somewhat burden- 
some surpluses—preferably called reserves—which will no doubt require r: 


drastic production controls 





It is not my thinking that these reserves should he reduced to such an extent 


that we have ‘ess than at least a year’s domestic supplyv—probably more than a 
year’s supply would be desirable—due to the uncertainty of climatie conditions 
and the general situation of the world as a whole. To keep these reser rom 
affecting the price of presently grown and marketed wheat, it seems that present 


be frozen or placed in some position 


direct competifion to wheat grown in future years 


reserves should 





opinion, before an effective wheat program ean he 











Any farm program now being drawn faces more tie it anv time 
in the past due to the conditions before mentioned nd will sui y . ant 
regulations such as acreage controls, marketir ireements, et It has been 
my privilege to visit with farmers in the past few weeks in practical] 1 the 
Midwest States, and I find about as many different ideas as there are crops or 
individuals represented. There is, however, a very sincere desire on the part 


of all farmers for a common program fair to all classes of agriculture as well as 
other segments of our economy 

It would seem that somewhere in the process of drafting farm legislation it 
will be necessary for some person or group of persons to assume the responsibility 
of consolidating these ideas. 

The interest of farmers in a fair, workable, controlled farm program has heen 
very plainly manifested by wheat, cotton, and peanut growers, just recently in 
their election, and it would seem that the need would justify the sacrificing of 
the more or less conflicting ideas for the good of all 

Three major programs recommended for wheat have been submitted and 
studied rather extensively: (1) 90 percent of parity; (2) the flexible plan; and 
(3) the 2-price system—with pretty nearly equal support for all 3. However, 
it is my candid opinion that the two-price system (also called the domestic allot- 
ment plan) seems to be gaining favor among wheat farmers. It would seem 
that in case of either of the three plans, strict cont s will need to be put into 
effect. Then the diverted or outlying acres will need to have rather strict 
regulations regarding the planting of other supported commodities or perhaps 
other major ones not supported 

It would seem that the purpose of new farm legislation might be defeated by 
allowing the wheat farmer to plant his diverted acreage to the Milos (which 
can be grown very successfully with wheat machinery) in direct competition to 











Iowa, Illinois, and other corn-growing States, as they in turn could grow wheat 
on their diverted acreage, and we find ourselves running each other in circles 

I would recommend that diverted acreage be planted only to soil building 
crops, summer fallow, etc. This could no doubt be subsidized by the Govern 


nterest of all segments of 





ment, in a limited way, due to the fact that it is in the 
the consuming, taxpaying public. 


STATEMENT BY A. P. ATKINS, GUYMON, OKLA 


My name is A. P. Atkins and I live at Guymon, Okla IT am a rancher of 28 
years’ actual experience, and my operations in 3 states cover approximately 
17,000 acres of native range, and 600 acres of farmland 

As a rancher from an area which has suffered many droughts, I am flatly 
opposed to any system of price supports. I have no criticism of the present 
administration’s efforts to help the cattleman, although I haven’t soid a single 
animal for lack of pasture, nor bought a single pound of feed through the Gov 
ernment’s drought relief programs My independence from drought and goy 
ernmental assistance is largely due to the systematic plan of soil and water 
conservation in effect on my home ranch since 1941, through cooperative agres 





ment with the Texas County (Okla.) Soil Conservation District, in conformity 
with the recommendations of the Soil Conservation Service. I ] e fe ed 
it faithfully, because it has proved practical and profitable eX DE ! 

is not unique, but I suspect that the committee doesn't | fr ‘ i 


of the farmers at ranchers who are getting along without spec 
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The benefits which accrue from sound and systematic soil and water con- 
servation extend far beyond the individual operator. Congress is to be con- 
gratulated upon its recent $5 million appropriation for pilot projects in up- 
stream flood prevention. However, an analysis of appropriations shows that 
even with this money we are still appropriating only $1414 million upstream to 
prevent floods, as against $419 million downstream to control them (Statistics 
appended). I am not urging larger total appropriations nor claiming that up- 
stream measures can absolutely prevent floods. But it does not appear logical 
that only 314 percent of the flood-control dollar be spent to prevent a disease 
which the other 9624 percent is not curing. 

I have served for 12 years on the governing board of my home soil conserva- 
tion district, and for 3 years I was president of the Oklahoma Association of 
Districts Administrative changes in the United States Department of Agri- 
culture in the past 3 years have clarified responsibilities on the local level, and 
established a sound operating basis. As a district board member, dealing with 
all agricultural agencies but obligated to none, I am satisfied witlh®the generally 
harmonious relationship which now exists. I am aware that there are still 
a few critics who have not learned that civilization is too complex for one 
man to do everything, and would urge further consolidation under the Exten 
sion Service. As an alumnus of a land-grant college, whose entire immediate 
family have been educated in land-grant colleges, I have the utmost respect and 
affection for them, but I would consider this suggestion to be as impractical as 
it would be for me to buy a butchershop in order to market my cattle. I don’t 
consider the Oklahoma director of extension any better qualified to direct a 
soil conservation program than I am to manage a retail meat business. 

To any critics who might raise the old question of abolition of regional offices 
in the Soil Conservation Service, I can offer only a layman’s observation that 
the taxpayer appears to be getting more for his money from the regional office 
in Fort Worth than I have generally observed in the Department of Agriculture 
in Washington. 

In conclusion, I would like to recognize the part which this committee has 
played in the progress of recent years. I am sure that you will continue to 
expect the farmers and ranchers who serve on soil conservation district boards 
to assume responsibilities on the local level. I am equally sure that they will 
not disappoint you. 

Department of Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1954, Public Law 

L156, S8d Cong 

Flood prevention wai $7, 000, 000 
Watershed protection ; : 5, 000, 000 

Soil Conservation Service, salaries and expenses, additional 
measures to accelerate flood prevention = 2 1, 513, 292 

Agricultural conservation program included in regular ap- 
priations OOO 


Total ; , 013, 292 


tions Appropriations Act, 1954, Public Law 153, 88d Cong. : 
ers and harbors and flood control: 
General investigations ; 2, 867, 500 
ruction S , 670, OOO 
Gener ation and maintenance 000, 000 
! , 716, 000 
* and tributaries 51, 483, 000 


Genera const 


$21, G6S6, 500 
ior, conservation of fish and 
at 2,375, 000 


£19, 511, 500 


reet Journal of September 2, 1953, reports an even greater discrep- 
report indicates that total funds available to the Army engineers 


? 


unt to $823 million of which they plan to spend only $500 millio 


(The following statement was submitted to the committee for in- 
clusion in this reeord:) 
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TAYLORVILLE, ILL., January 1954. 


To the Honorable Clifford R. Hope and the Honorable Members of the House 
Agricultural Committee. 


GENTLEMEN; I want to submit to you again my views on the farm program. 
They are no different than my views as submitted at the Bloomington, IIL, 
meeting October 17, 1953, only more reasons why I believe as I do. I live in 
central Illinois in what is known as the Corn Belt. 

I listened to the President when he made his recommendations to Congress 
January 11, 1954, and reread his message in the daily paper, and I have the urge 
to submit my further recommendations to you. 

Mr. Eisenhower disappointed me very, very much in his recommendations to 
the Congress. In his campaign tour he promised 100 percent of parity supports 
or loan privileges on the basic crops grown by the farmers. 

You know I believe the President is misinformed. I think he is informed by 
too many men who have a selfish motive or are trying to further bolster their 
own financial holdings. Heaven knows there are scores of that kind that believe 
they can better their own wealth at the expense of all others. It seems that no 
group has any consideration for any other group. You find the same thing among 
the farmers: the corn farmer, the wheat farmer, the tobacco farmer, the cotton 
farmer, the rice farmer, the livestock farmer, and so forth. 

The farm organization leaders do not agree among themselves. They submit 
their own pet ideas and tel! you that they are the condensed ideas of the people 
they represent. 

Then he has the political adviser who tells him this will get votes in this sec- 
tion, and this will lose votes in that section. This seems to be the biggest 
detriment to our farm program—has been since the present program was made 
a law in 1933 and has been so through and including the year of 1953, and it 
looks as if it is going on right into 1954. I had high hopes that a change in 
administration would correct this one major evil. You know that every time 
Congress meets they make a political football of the farm program, 

There is nothing basically wrong with the present farm program. It is not 
perfect, but 1 will have to say it is more perfect than the administering of it 
has ever been. 

They seem to believe it is a sin to curtail the acreage of a basic crop, to protect 
it on a parity base. However, it is not a sin in their eyes to curtail the hours 
a day a man works, to curtail the number of days in a week a person can work, 
or to set the minimum wage an employer must pay. As I understand it, this is a 
law, and has the blessing of the Government. Also, we have a protective tariff to 
protect the American worker and the American manufacturer from foreign goods. 
This, too, is financed by our Government, and is no sin in their way of thinking. 

I have no quarrel with the above—maybe it is good, maybe it is bad—but I 
do know that it affects me in about everything I buy. Therefore, to keep my place 
in our society, I must be on a par with the above. Ona par to me means parity, 
and parity means the dollar I take in must be equal to the dollar I spend, 

Tas a farmer will not ask that I need to work only 8 hours a day and not more 
than 5 days a week and have a 1-week, 2-week or 3-week paid vacation which 
practically every other type of labor enjoys, and nearly all by compulsion, by 
law. If the farmer did operate on this basis, what would the price of your 
foodstuff be? 

NOW ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


I will take corn acreage allotments, and what applies to them will apply by and 
large to any basic crop. First, we must be honest in what we all do, from the 
time we start to set the national corn acreage allotment right on through State, 
county, and farm allotments. 

Let us set the national allotment—honestly do the job of setting the national 
alloment so as to provide our people with a sufficient amount of this particular 
food crop for all purposes, with a little carryover for safety’s sake. Inasmuch 
as we already have a large supply of corn on hand, let us not add any acres 
to the national allotment for a carryover provision, but let us set it to produce 
our needs, or maybe a little less than we may need, and use up some of the 
prese it Carryover or reserve. 

Now if we will conduct ourselves honestly, and set the basic crop acre: 
allotments on the above basis year by year without fear or favor, and with one 
and only one thought in mind—to set these allotments to meet the need—t! 
I contend that the big item of expense will be the administration of the program, 
and no more money in the grain stored in the ever-normal granary than the net 
worth of same, which will be parity, worth 100 cents on the dollar invested in 
it—a mighty small investment for the yrotection of the American consumer and 
the American producer. 
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